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B.JCI EXHIBIT - mVSKTORI OF PROPERTI ACQUIRED AS EVIDaiCE' (VA--'. 
Bufiie: <3^58236 * 

MBa_Inia£___Fleld Division 

SlA<JS2____Date 

Title and Character of Case: jmjTO aoSHOatCL 

STUSL KSEKBKSO 

SSPI08&QE .ft 

Date Property Acquired? fl/i i « w - 

VXi/5()9 Seareik lacldental to aw«i .4 m< 4 ^u 

KffSL ROSEtiBaiOa . **Teat with marrent ©f 

Source Prom Which Property Acquired: 

V ! Hrto» ot ITHii aoSBSEao 

. ' \ 

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: «,«.*, n 4 * ^ \ / 

E?fow ^ Property and - 

Efforts >;ade to Dispose of Same; ^ 

the 

Property or EbdiJ.bit and 
Identity of Agent Submitting Same? 

One Drive Rrlat ta.toh 
XiiK gold eignet ring 
•«*«itt«d fey SI HABRIIOIOS 


^T.T. Cb?^AIir?3) 


dt 66«*^66b.9 ■ V ^ 

'leld File h 6^i53J^8 


3d, „ 
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BUUCY E3CHIBIT - INVENTOHI OF PBOPERPY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE 
BufUe: ^5-58236 Hew York , 


(7-17-52) 


9-i-5a 


.Field Divlsloa 
Date 


Title and Character of Case: 


JULIUS l^OS^BERO 
ETHEL nOSEHBEROt 
ESPXOHAOR • B 


Date Property Acquired: Seawh IxxA dentel te tbi arrest of E^oX 

.^^Bosedberg \ . . 

Source From Which Property Acquired: of Ethel Rosssherg 

Location of Property or Buliy Exhibit: Exhibit Vault 


Reason for Retention of Property and Being held paxsdlng outeoJia of the appeal I 


Efforts P^e to Dii^ose of Same: 


In the Rosenberg ease^ 


Description of Property or Eadilbit and 
Identity of Agent Submitting Same: 


One shell elaep pln^ 1 
eereo i«ye« ^ 
seven aafetj pine. 

All subaltted by SA JOflH A HABRIHQ*! 
TOM 


'’t- ' J' 


>TiL XHPORMAriON CONTAINED 
H'TOXS IS UNCLASSIFIED a 








. . 147- >Zl- 2?. TOC? 

1-IT 66.661^9 






Field File #: 63«l$34ft 

‘•c. t-i- ■ , 

'-3.0 6-:/' 
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BufUex 


BULKY EXHIBIT - mVENTOjRY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE 

65-58236 


(7-17-52) 


V 


9 - 1 -S 2 


Title and Character of Caaes 


.Field Division 
Date 


; 


'V? 


2OI.IDS1 ROSElTBSKa 

£Ta£L Weebero 

SSJP^’ - 












D«tePr<^>9rtyAc,iulrodf ‘'i^^^^^^^ 7^7/50. Se^h iMldwtO. 

to tho arrest of jatias B03E1IB|HO ^ 

Source Fron Which Property iMt^edt Apt of ^198 ROSENBERO OB-U 

10 Momoe 3to, New York Cltj^ NY 

Location of Property or Bullcy Eadilbltt J^xhlblt vault 


w- 1 


>; , -Vi' . i 


-A r." > 




Reason for Retention of Property and 
Efforts Kade to Olopose of Saowi 

Description of Property or Jbdjlblt aitd 
Identity of Agent Submitting Samst 


Being held pending outeoae of 
Appeal of ROSENBERG eaee« 


Ona brown father tipper brief caee^^ 
and one Remington portable typewrit-' 
er #V290917 submitted by SA ^ 
ellllaa F» lortenl » 


ft-. 


ALL mrOWWTIOH COBTAIBB) 
tCSEIKISUSOLASSWIKD 4./,^ 
HATE? ¥ml/ai& 
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notrec^PcoT" 
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rieumeli 65 . 1 $ 3 ^ 


BufUet 65-56236 


BoiKY miBrr - hjventow op peopertt acquired as evidehce 

Haw York 


PD-192 

(7-17-52) 


Title and Character of Case: 


9/1/52 


.Pleld Dlvlslom 


JDate 


itJLIOa 'H03EMB®0. 
STEEL E03£MB®Q 

espiosaob, . tk 


Date Property Acquired: 
Source From 




7A7/5<># obtained through 

, iMi9*nVA’l ^ 

Toperty Acqidredj 

Torn City rasldanca miCS ROSaB®^“' •** 

location of Property or Bully Kjhibiti 


PrWty and 

MXQrts Mode to Dispose of Sansi 

Property or Ejdilblt and 
Identity of Agent Submitting Same: 


raw *MH0PACT0REH8 

J - . * 

Being bald pandlng oateona at 
appaat in ROSEisraa ease. 


Ona Croton nao*« watah # 1:8363 

one Sri "*®*w”^* '*•***» •“* 

Ona WAthu poolcat watdi and ohaln id th 

aasa # 6451|.038, all aubalttad by 3A WILLIAM P, HORTCB 
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'SaJBin 


«-$8236 


tXA tUJSQ9 
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fnmt 


fepUibtr 3, 1952 

Qifvetor of Special. laveeti^tloiia 
the Inepeotor General 
I^perlMiit of the Air Force 
tlie Arataf on 
B ae hi ngteii 25, D» C* 


John Sdgar Bbover, Qlreetor 
Federal ftireeu of IhveeUgatloQ 

Sabjeott JDUgs^^] 

BSPXDItOB - t 


»‘*W- 


nu. M.. 

C«ndi 




lB> a ** pwTloos InforwitiOB ftmilahad 7 «a cencern- 

f^nbarg, «ho was rsportsdl^ a eonenltant on a 

n«®<x>0«' Von Kansan, 

E **^“^®°"“*** to ths Mr Foros, 

AsTJ^ ^ S w>A la eonasetloB with tha 

*Bn»ts ana that Ton Canaa bad baaa asslstad la this work b^ 

- _ » !?•** *• ****^ transsdttsd hsrsslth for foot Asrtliar lafomtion 

Jtba A. Barrl^oTiSd iS" 

alxthrongh taa laolaai.. sontaia tte EoXtTrf 

coadaotsd la aa affort to Idsatlfy thlTl^J,^.. lawatlgation 

with this EtS!^ addlUoaal data dsswlopsd la eonn«rtl«* 


UKussmED J n.9at(3/Wrj^ 

t F. . 
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MO. #4 


Office Me fnorandum • united states gove 


' to._j. E. H^er, Director ^ \ U V !>*• 

’ «OM ,il \ - Translation Section 

s. A. Andretta - Adminletratl™ t ^ 
espondence Section - Boon llJr Attomi 


^ATE: August 


TAeiegJi^tr! ' . 


.'^'^|5T!aDl6*:Agree 

’^?’«-0olonl>ier 
Retas (Mams), France 


I Jtfr. Tolson 

fMiS?: 

Brfroont ^ 
Mr. cipjjij 

— . 

Mr- ilarbo.. 

[ Mr, Eo-^eii-. 

Mr, Trady 

Mr. Laug-hJin 

Mr. Mohr.^._ 

Mr, Wiutcrrcwd 
Tele. Room 
Mr. Hollom an 
MigCandy.. 


will be greatly appreciated* 
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uO - *qgrora-atiT?e Aasistaat , S^tcrte L, 

IttoBuqar O^neraX, Cborrespajdanoe Section - R oo d /^i? ^ 

Mroctcr^ HE 

;■„ Bt»' QBllflf ... ' . ......^, 

' CoiiSpU^l^A0P6% ' •• : i-— ■■■ 

U fil»^ Vi0UXHCbl(Mi^ 

Mas (Uams)^ fmm 

Aocust ^ ^ twnslstloo vhloli ywi rsq:usatod Xstter dstsd 

ths Xpgtiags aatorlal Is bs^ rettnad herewith* 

UFCtEB " : > 
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TBimUTlOS FHOM FEa^CH 


Auguat 1952 

«>• 8U.U. 

t««>v HCWAr^Moomto - Ikahti^tan 

lit* Attoora^gr (^•naiaXi 

"»" Kissu-s's xr 

racin toeriai «iu r»»«rtv ♦>. 

raoala <mv.u. rwert to « oountiy ot Uberty, «« 

^**t x^^joeti^Ujjr jrouzv 

(•ignod) iDcirapAtt, Gr^uatoAcoomtant 11 . 

Baias ' * ^ ^^•ux-'*ColflBibiei^ 

cuiMDorirf ^ ' 

fi# csroirro^ ,/<. 

BJ^IKT^ " - 

UF^^SrSfi^"®''^'?’’.' ■ 

MSES(,‘5r'‘^«i ‘ 

FEura (or) ?E»rHr'(?|, y 

[ported at "^wsa or ioctbh ?atE, and wa 

ftT ▼ - 


TRAivSUTID BT; 

doidres' Fe cr\;;otq 




- iih 




0 ? lNVJ:sr»G47(C; 
' U. S. DEP.IRTMrft;; Qf JtfSTJCE 

WMuC’i^lCATIOXS SECTION 

AUG 19235^ 


; f*P!1 

director;:;;'';!;;-^;' 'DEfERRED' ‘ 


4-23 PM 


COHMiTTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE IN THE ROSENBERG CASE 


daybet. 


Sffr, Tol3:>n 

Mr. 

Mr. Ki';!' *• 

Mr.- Fdtt'.nf 

CVg'" : 

. ■ 

I ^■■■- - ”zir 

I ■? . r ^ 

; i.’--. T.; ■' ! 

* irt hr' 

' V,',utfcpro#d- 
fcTom - - , 

M ' . •fi )llomaji__ 
Mi£s G&ndy _ 


{ ^ oq 

, IS \ ^ 

PRINTED copy Vi V ^ 


HAS FURNISHED A PRINTED cJ^PY V ^ J 


or «, .„.c« c«t, 

«AS Bsum M rat wnaiAi coBwntt.TO stcBtt justice ik rat ^ 

««E«EE«c CASE. THIS tsitr couraius srAcis roH TIJ si™atvhes auu « 

HEASS AS^OEEUUS. SWTE. „ SeLIE.E THAT THE fe^KciUS^ | 
.MHEl.aCSfeEEBE«|l„,r„„ SOSEU. 0» A CHAHCE 01 COUSflHINC TO cgsH 
.CPIOHACE, HHICH EESULTEU ,. ut.TH SEHTEUCES lOH THE HOSEHHE.CS AUu! 
THIHTT TEAH SEHTEHCt EOH THtlH CO-DErEHSAHT, EACKED CU.H.UTEES Of I 
rAIBNESS HHICH AU AHEHIC.HS HAVE, A RIOHT TO EXPECT UHDEB THE | 
COHSTITUtlOH. HE HEUEVE THAT THE PROSECUTOH AHU TRIAL JORCE ' “ 

irm^plv attrieutihs 

EHERT PU^r ™,T THE TARCET OF HIPTUALL 

EHEBT PUHLIC TRIEUHAL, AHs tho, ATTRIBUTHB to THEN REVERSALS 

AHU CASUALTIES ^UrPEREU IH KOREA. HI BELIEVE THAT TR«.SItHT 

political AHU SOCIAL PASSIOHS HAVE HO PLACE IH OUR COURTS, THAT 

TO BEPRlyE even. ONE AI^IWN Of THE RIGHT ,^A ' ' : " - 

fair ^i^;,|;ro vr 


end page one 


Yui«e«kE rKh 

NOT RECORDED 

i"SEP 9 1952 


ALL AMERICANS# WE THEREFORE 

ALL INFOR^T^ON JPAINED 

HFePIM . IIP rtcn 







WAGE TWO < 

AUTHORIZE. THE INCLUSION OF OUR NAMES IN AN AMICUS BRIEF TO THE 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, PETITIONING THAT THE VERDICTS AND 
sentences be set ASIDjf:, and THAT A NEW TRIAL EE ORDERED BASED ON 
^ONSTITUtlONAL GUARANTEES OF IMPARTILAITY: AND EAIRNESS IN 

traditions OF AMERICAN JUSTICE. UNQUOTE. 
HHHP has ALSO FURNISHED A TVELVE-PAGE 
PRINTED PMAMPHLET ISSUED BY THE LOCAL COMMITTEE IN LA, WHICH 
CONTAINS EXCERPTS FROM VARIOUS LETTERS WRITTEN EY THE ROSENEERCS X,0 
THEIR RELATIVES WHILE IN PRISON. THIS PAMPHLET CLOSES WITH A NOTE 
TO THE READERS AS FOLLOWS, QUOTE. THIS FALL, NINETEEN FIFTYTWO, THE 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT WILL DECIDE WHETHER TO REVIEW THE CASE. 
irOU CAN HELP WIN A NEW TRIAL FOR THE r6sEN BERGS AND MORTON SOEELL BY 
WRITING TO THE PRESIDENT AND THE UNITED , STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL 
ASKING THAT THE PLEA FOR A NEW TRIAL NOT BE OPPOSED BY THE. 

GOVERNMENT, UNQUOTE., 

'CARSON V"'. ' 


. A 


iU8l«i«nt kttormy Otnertl 
CharXtg B» ifturriqr 

FBZ 


Stpt®B4)er It, 1^2 





OMffMllTTU 

™“ *••!• •• foUont l^wnUii In th* SoMt^rg •pp*il, ^ 




^ V«rtoii Sob<U*te ‘^»»» r ^of ^ ***’*^ Bo**i**rg and 

' 2li2 ’^•"^**^ *“ '•••th ••nUiwaa^fcrtt^ito?^ •»Plon«g«, 

*5*^*®' ■W**BO* for tliolroL5?JL2^ J?®*?"^*^** *“* • 

?£.*!***••• ■**^®** ^rie«nt^m^^ 4 A« JwkwJ guarantM* 
k i?! C«»tit«U©n. Wi bollra itiat *hf •xpoot andor 

l»**lttod foaTiS^ZnjS;* ***,Pw»wntop airf trirt 

^ tiwM rinai MiT^ - ^ P®^lio ^IbutuClo * n4 faro 

uil.,0 

*» plooo In onr ooarts, that to donrSJf PMolena haya 

tho right to a fair trial la to *“’‘*®*“ of 

4»rlo«». »• thowSTaSh^S! 2^ •“ 

la « aalooa briaf to *f «“* *>*»• 

fk^*^****** Hwl tho vaf^ta and aontanMa^ ®altod Stataa, 
that a nanr trial ba onte^ tL^ ••atanoaa ba aat aalda. and 

oljwiautjr and ASSJa^TtSrdSSS^ 

tradltliaia of Anarloan Jaatloa.* •*"*”“ *‘^* ’*■' 

OToa^^fT^* *•““** • l^lw-pat* tai»tar^IL*Lr*il?*v®*‘*^***^on 
•^n*a trm rartoua lattora wrlttw^*Sa OMJtalne 

la ^a. 

I am daolda ^athw^tTiJmlS'tha'em**^!*'***** *“1*^ <5onrt 
100.3eT8» * ^ »» th. Ooy««ant.. 


<v 

:fe? 

»V) 

I 
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::nzi: “ * ^-5823< t- 

’^BEP 171951 


AT.I, T^T^on^'ATXO!? C0NWri?ED 
^nKHIiv IS U^JCIiAS^riFXED 


Yuiiw 




•tammro tmwk t«o. ea 





Office Memorandum • united states GovERilkiNT 

J. £. Hoover, Director ' I Jr. - c? t / , 


TO :Mr, J. Hoover^ Director r.r . 

from i' " ^^anslation Sectibn " oatb: September 2^ 1952 

Assistant Mtorasy Gsnsral 


■Olg^gg/ rt 


Mr," Mihr 
Mr. 

Tele, Rcimi . . 



sobib'<«^ - R°'“ ^ 


A translation of the attachsa coMsunioation pjLkaa ingnat 16 ^ 

from 

Paris," Prance 

be greatly appreciated. ^ 


7^ 
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~ A*iinistratlTe AEsistant Eeptenbcr 8 1^52 

Atto^ General (Correspondence Section - Hoorn 6112) ^'52 

Wxector, FBI 

Letter Dated Aaguet 16, 19^2 

lyott Peris^ Ft^oe ■ V'-" ’ .■ • . -• 


1^2, traneStion you requested by letter dated 
The forel^ language aaterlal is being retumad hereiritb« 


hiK/ 

A 

U 


ALL IFFOmTIOU CONTAIKED 
KSRSIN IS UKCLASSIFIED 

BY Pi 




^ ■ ■ ■ 

— fan ®e>- 




... 


SEP 8 1955^1 ^ _ c .. 

WAILED 26 1 S 


MUMataM 




tEA?ZSlA3T0H FK)lt HiKJjCH 


- 


% 


v; 





W® TOyCH OF TBS 3d {££$ JS0HE8 Onii^a^i mu^ 

•^a»* th. teua dMQ te JuudB Md KuKiiS^Sr^ir**'** 

WWW In tUi Ml UftsmB n«ft . the llTaa -^^^ *** op tolcnn* 
•oon aM In daagnr nf a— y!!?- ~ ^ .t »w oonat pni* 

*» 3m, it fMordla ItMir rer*to» ??**** 

flag rant v lolntion of tt» • 

US JKOIffiS DO 3leoo niWTaiiiiirSf? “ *•* tWt«t Stntoo, 

«M3r teMnd oiT IHhitTh ?“• nttantion and 

tha xoapaot for donocratio HbartSiL**** •"* 

SLSwy awsSST" ftSSSS! 

StS'Ss; E2^X“»Si*“2^ " «• 

«• ifereooor itauTto^^rS .Tf *^*** •* «» 

16* 1953. *«noo at noon on inguat 


.^TO™comrHED 

““^^i=St_« 324 AtAjfe 


?,nslated by 
■ 0^46 ^CPJ 7 ? 0 R 0 

52 CSV*^ 


Jzju 

Owcuosuge ^ 3 ? 












to* S* A, Andretta - Administrative Assistant 

Section - Room fiUL2) 


September 9, 19S2 


■" '■ ■ SecretajT- ■ •■■' .- 

Y 0^-32 Seews Popnlaire Francis ' ^ ^ 

. frsace . / ' ■'. '■ , 

the translation irtilch ymi re<iiested by letter dated 
The foreign language material le being returned herewith. 


Encl^^< 

T-lU0ij7 
DFCsJen''^ in 
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vX 


ALL lITFORVATIOIil CONTAIl® 


-''rron. 


■ft / ■ 


*> 


COiVM — FBI 

SEP 1 C? 1952 

''■6^AHED 26 


Ur 

r •'A w 
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w”' 

“ ^ 

-nS 

<a» 

CO 0 
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U1 
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3: 


36 


E' «s S£Fi6 ! 


./^,' 1?^ 

c. B X 

rftnciAc K.ifU 





«hDu2ii EEHEt and JULIOS KOSaffiEfC, -aantencec 
person* proosoutlng tbm fim btt^ iimo- 
om of ^ ■*• •ceussd, b« JJOturaod to their tao Uttl* 

•2^** ibouM ho roooosiderod in order ttmt Josttoe bo dceio* 

«o«W n^or tmdorstaad tbo oxoouitoo of ihoso too 

^ *“? ** ^'**8*' “ *»• <*««•» ttoe* rospoSiblo 

»r oueb a erlno and tbo egrstoo of goeemest ponttUi« then to do so* 

mm S *® orouao {rotost fro* honost 

, I? °Tf ” ^ oonoetptton of Juo- 

Uoo and of fauaaniV thrw^ tho UberatloB of BTHEl and JDunS tosmsc, 

and 2LS^““ ^ balio*# in the m^irossloa of oar fOaOinga of JnsUco 

Jbr tho SEOiDBS POPUIAIRE mHCaiS 

(si^ad) X. OCKQtECB 
A Seczvtazy 


(Atbrttoa of first page 1* noU that tho organlzaUon has several) 
laaotlonai organlaational^traamirar, •LaXanM®. legal servioe \ 

** ^ ^ co^ Sr j 


/ > 

/f/I/??** ’I”* e* bho rue d'Aasteidm station in Paris, on) 

(8/8/52 and sent ainaail. It «as posted at 7.J5 p.B. ) 

The postage stamp had been tom off envelope i*en oomnunication 
reached Division 7 of the Btireauo 




Aftfllstaot Attooreey General 
Charles B* Murraor 


Oetolber 6 , 19^ 


Mreetor^ TBX 


KAJIO BAL OOUKiVIBB TO SBCURB 
James IK TBE BOSSHHERG CABS 
ZSZBRII AL BSCaRITr • C 

Jk^CfCiS ^ 

The 8epted>er, 1952, issue of "Jievish Life," • self. 
s^M progressive vwnthly, carries an aAvertlsesonfe By the 
Mlenal CoaoBlttee to Secure Justice in the Bosexiberg Case. 

^ piihllc the eooqplete record of the trial 
Julius Rosesiberg and Horton Sobell* The record Is 
puDllshed 1 a el^t v^tsnes, centalns 1,800 pages «aiid costs dlO* 
Aoeerpta froa the advertlseaent are as foOlom " 


"la these I800 pages you vUl seed the testimy 
of Darld OreenglAss an the vltxvss stand, sending his sister 
and hrether.ln.lafr to the death beusei the admissions By 
XHzhbeth Bentley and Harry GOld that they never Bnsir any of 
tTC defendants, and the introduction of *coemiinlsm* to *rrove* 
that the defensanta wre spioa. 


^ B^ore has a coiqplete, veiBatin court record 

af ms aagnlt^ Been brought to the pfd»llc. Ire are pribllshlng 
It Because ae Believe that It vlU eonrince you that you aust “ 
aork for a nav trial for the Boseidbergs^^oBeU. 


^ a copy noa, for yourself, for your mends, 

nnian, fratemsl society or other organisation^* 


The sBove is for your Infofaatloiu 



^ 5^35 

ce . 65.58R36 
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Oet^sA t» 




DBPllt -'Jl 'I 




y 


AiiiitrcKi-W^ coOT^^ ■ y,0 T recorded 
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V^uulll 952 


T»U. Se.. 

Oand y 




jmesmjmiji - c 










Aatiatant Attornty 6tneral 
Charles iiumy 


Otttober Sj i$6g 


PtrbCtbr, ni 


MATIOUZ COUMirtn TO SfCOHK 
^sTics IP mi BosEPSjso ass 
urmuz escuRiTZ • uq, 




A eoN/fcftiiiltfl Iiv^mai9t 0 / JIfiom rwliabilttu 
ftcm rtevntiv tMteit the Chicege to 

Secure i/uetioe in the Bceenberg Ccee held a meeting 
en September 16^ ISSSiy Serttude hoyce^ w^c te hncwn 
te ^e infemant ae a CemiunUt Bsrty member^ meted 
me chairman ef the meeting* A dteeueeion mi had «oii» 
eerning the rmieing ef funde for the defence ef the 
Beeenberge and Norton Scbell and Jbr their 
Zt Mi« decided te mail lettere to people and erganfea^ 
tionm requeeiiag denatioae and to uee the mmee of 
prominent people ae epenaere ef the Chicago Cemnittce 
to Secure Juetice in the Soeenberg Caee^ Xt laa^ 
brought out at thie meeting that the national J^iaieh 
Oongreee^ ae eiuohg mould not support the noeenberg 
ComAitioe^ beaauee ef fear it might be designated ae 
a eubuereive organieation by the Attorney Oeneralm 
Momeoer^f t&o group mae told that individual membere of 
the National Jemieh Cengreee mould undoubtedly eupport 
the Comxttiee^ 


The above ie for your inforuationm 


lOO^TS^ 

Arimem 
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OCTOBER TERM, 1952 


No. Ill 


Juijus Eosbnbebg and Ethel Rosenbebo, 

Petitioners, 

vs. 


The Uhited States op AwEmoA. 


PETITION FOR REHEARING 

The petitioners, Julius Rosenberg and Ethel Rosenberg, 
pray for a rehearing and reversal of the order of this 
Court, entered on October 13, 1952, denying their petition 
for a writ of certiorari to the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Second Circuit. • 

This petition for rehearing is made, pursuant to the 
provisions of Rule 33 of the rules of this Court, upon sub- 
stantial grounds available to the petitioners, although not 
previously presented. 

Reasons Why a Rehearing Should be Granted and a 
Writ of Certiorari Issued 

The petitioners ui'ge five substantial grounds, previ- 
ously available to them, although not presented on their 
original petition for a wi'it of certiorari. They submit to 
the Court, however, that .justice will not be done unless this 
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“treachery” aad “betrayal of tiieir fellow countrymen” 
(B. 1613, 1614, 1615). 

This Court has proclaimed that the requirements of the 
treason clause can neither be overridden nor circumvented 
by “giving the same offense a different name”. Cramer v. 
United States, supra, at p. 45. The authorities are equally 
insistent that: 

“ • • • Where [al defendant is charged with conduct 
involving all of the elements of treason within the con- 
stitutional definition, and the gravamen of tlie accusa- 
tion against him is to aid its [the country's] enemies, 
it would seem in disregard of tlie policy of the Consti- 
tution to permit him to be tried under another charge 
than treason.” 

Hurst, Treason in the United States, op. cit., supra, at p. 
2L See also : Wimmer v. United States, 264 F. 11 (C. C. A. 
6th, 1920), cert. den. 253 U. S. 494; United States v. Great- 
house, supra. 

The petitioners, here, were subjected to a treason prose- 
cution, under color of a charge of conspiracy ‘to commit 
espionage. Under the facts of this prosecution, where the 
accusation involved disclosure of atom-bomb secrets to the 
Soviet Union, a circumstance, in the eontemporay climate, 
of inherent “passion-rousing potentialities”, the petitioners 
were constrained to bear the added burden of the “i>assion- 
Tousing potentialities” of an actual charge of “treason”. 
And this without the constitutional safeguards afforded 
persons accused of treason, namely, conviction only on the 
“Testimony of two witnesses to the same overt Act”. Were 
these petitioners accorded the protections secured to them 
by the Constitution, they would not liave been compelled to 
stake their lives on the uncorroborated and second-hand 
evidence of accomplices introduced on the theory of, and 
in the dragnet of, a conspiracy prosecution.® “The [trea- 


* Some of the alleged overt acts here, because innocwit on their 
face, would have b^n incompetent to prove treason. Cramer v. 
United States, supra. Others, otherwise competent on the treason 
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.son] provision wa.s adopted not merely in spite of the 
tIilTiculties put in the way of prosecution but because of 
them.” Cramer v. United States, supra, at p. 48. Mr. 
Justice Jackson, writing in the Cramer case, noted that thia 
policy was justified because “prosecutions for treason were 
generally virulent; and perjury too easily made use of 
against innocence”. 

It is submitted, therefore, that the entire proceeding 
below was ip derogation of Article III, Section 3 of the 
Constitution 'of the United States. 


II 

The court below, ignoring the equivalence between friend 
and enemy postulated by the Gorin case, reasoned that 
the Espionage Act, as construed, and here applied, ren- 
dered criminal, only, aid and comfort to a “friend”, and 
that the crime, although “of the same kind as treason”, 
was, therefore, not treason. To arrive at this conclusion, 
the court reli^ on the riding of this Court in Ex parte 
Qvirin, 317 U. S. 1, 38 (1942), to the effect that a crime 
distinct from treason is committed where it differs, in any 
element, from the constitutional definition of treason (B. 
1709-12). 

'I’he petitioners submit that precisely because the 
Espionage Act (if the Gorin case be ignored) was con- 
strued and here applied so as to license prosecution for 
rendering aid and coiufoi't to other than an “enemy” — 
where, otherwise, the crime is “of the same kind as treason” 
— it violates the strictures of Article III, Section 3 of the 
CoQStitntioD. 


charge, were not proved by the testimony of two witnesses. 
Tlie i-riclcntiary standards to prove the requisite Intent, would not 
have Ik*cii met. Sec: Haaft v. United States, supra; Cratner v. 
United States, supra. It is imiiossifale to tell on the jury’s general 
verdict whether it selected, as evidence for conviction, that which 
would have satisfied treason criteria. 




8 



by the universal recognition 
that the treason clause was designed to curb the evolve- 
nient of new treasons. This Court, in Cramer v. United 
IStatea, supra, at p. ^4, said of its framers: 

“They wrote into ^e organic act of the new govern- 
S "" crefti«n™f 

If, therefore, a “proposed law on the subject of Treason 
neither enlarges nor lessens its Constitutional definition, 
toe law is unnecessary; if it does the one or the other if 
w unconstituttofio/”. 5 King, Life asd Cokrbsfosdeiuce of 
Bufus Kino (1898) 73-75. (Emphasis ours.) And if 
Congress should seek to evade the plain mandate of the 
treason clause "by giving the same offense another name”, 
suto a law would, as well, violate the Constitution. Cramer 
V. United States, supra, at p. 45. 

The variation in elements between a crime defined by 
statute and the constitutionally defined crime of treason 
18 apparently not of the essence in taking the constitutional 
measure of a statute. On the one hand, if a crime is'^of 
the same kind as treason”, the differences in elements may 
spell Its constitutional doom. If, on the other hand, they 
are differences which neither enlarge nor lessen the con- 
stitutional definition, the crime remains treason, under the 
aegis of Article III, Seedon 3, and the differences become 
meaningless. The focus of any examination to ascertain 
a statute's constitutional validity vts-a-vts the treason 
clause must, therefore, be directed to the constant core of 
the issue: whether the crime created is “of the same kind 
as treason”. 

indicated in Point I above (see, supra, pp. 2-3) 
that the single factor which distinguishes treason from all 
other crimes, whether of greater or lesser degree, is the 
^neral intent to oppose and betray the interests of the 
United States. 







Even apart from the rationale of the Oorin case referred ' 
to heremnbove, it i« not novel, in times of international 
t^cnsjou, to infer such an intent from adhering to a nation 
not formally at war with this country. The undeclared 

republic and Prance 
m 1798 produced a ruling from Attorney Oeneral Lee that 
h mnce is our enemy, and to aid, a.«sist, and abet that 
nation m her maritime warfare will be treason in a citizen 
or any otherjuTson within the United States not com- 
missioned by Frtince”. 1 Op. Atty. Oen. (Oilpin Ed., 1841), 
pp. 49-50. . The reaction of the prosecutor and judge in the 
instant case— and, undoubtedly, the juiy and tlie public— 
demonstrate that, in the current era of “cold war” ad- 
herence to the “friendly” Soviet Union may u^ll be regarded 
as lietrajml” (B. 180-84, 1517-18, 1535, 1550, 1613-15). 

• In the light of this history and the policy of the treason 
clause to guard against the unlimited “accusation of 
treacliery and to protect those charged with the “general 
intent to betray whieji has such passion-rousing potentiali- 
ties fsee Cramer v. United States, supral where the bur- 
eeution, under statutory mandate, is proof 
of betrayal the crime is “of the same kind of crime as 
treason. And insofar as tl.e elements of that crime diverge 
from the constitutional definition of treason, they “enlarg^' 
or lessen it, and thereby violate Article III, Section 3 of 
the Lonshtutjon, as doe.s conviction upon such charge with- 
out rwonrse to its procedural protections on the trial. 
Any other view would render the treason clause powerless 
o prevent the creation of “new treasons”, and would per- 
mit convictmns for such treasons without the procedural 
safeguards for which provision is made. Yet literal 
adherence to tlie ruling of the Quirin case, a “hard ease”, 
could only produce these conseciuences. 

Viewed m this aspect, there appears to be unquestioned 
validity to the criticism of Willard Hurst that tlie 0«m« 
case senses to omaseulate the treason clause. In his studv 
of the background and present meaning of the treason 
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Which involve different elements^ ^he^’XKtS 
18 not a convincing interpretation to apply^to a con 

a fomal test developed under a different cJau^ of 
e Constitution, with no demonstration that the 


as to be fulfilled by the same criterion. The double 


historically a guaranty against abuse 
of the law enforcement machinery as such, without 


r^eren^ to abuses peculiar to any one of the maior 
Constitution singles out the 
t V as subject to special abuse, citatSn 

developed by judicial con- 
stwction out of the general guaranty is in itself little 
evidence that the peculiar dangers against which the 
special guaranty was erected have been avoided.” 


Ohe court below, in the instant case, read the Espionage 
to penmt its specific statutory intent to be provS 
by evidence demonstrative of a “general intent to betray” 

inrfti«rri transforming that law, by 

(Screws v. United States, 325 U. S. 91 
(1945) ; suites V. Florida, 313 U. S. 69 (1941) ; Hebert v 

® “treason” statute, 
and the trial of the petitioners into a “treason” trial That 

of fhe United 

States, cannot be seen as other than an “enlargement” of 
the constitutional definition of treason. That under such 
circi^tances conviction was had without “Testimony of 
two Witnesses to the same overt Act”, cannot be view^ as 







other than in derogation of the procedural requirements of 
Article III, Section 3. 

The court is urged, therefore, to consider revision of the 
Qinrin case insofar as it deem.s itself inhibited thereby 
from ruling that the Esjiionage Act, as construed by the 
court below violates Article 117, Section 3, and that the 
wnnetions had herein wore secured in contravention of 
Its provisions. 


In the context of Points I and H above, the acceptance 
of proof of criniinal intent by imputation from the alleged 
Communist affiliations of the petitioners, can now fully 
be seen to have opened a Pandora’s box of evils. 

“devotion to another country’s welfare” (R. 
«i54), admitted to prove the intent under the Espionage 
Ac^ as we have shown, transmuted that Act into a “treason” 
statute, and tlie trial into a “treason” trial. "Devotion” 
was established by evidence merely “to tlie effect * • • 
p they [petitioners] were members of the Communist 
ary . No proof was offered of their personal knowledge 
or acTOptance of H,e taneta of that party, if aoy, that they 

members, to commit espionage on behalf 
or the Soviet Union. 

Kutcher v. Gratf (No. 11172), decided on October 16, 1952, 
ffi Appeals for the District of Columbia, 

affirmed that membership in a Communist (Trotskyite) 

I arty per se does not import “disloyalty” or disloyal 
adherence This ruling, in essence, reaffirms Schneiderman 
V Umted States 320 U. S. i jfi (ip 42 ), on the basis of which 
the petitioners had urged the exclusion of the “Commum.st” 
evidence (Petition for Certiorari at p. 40 ff.) Both of 
these cases were civil proceediaRs, where the evidentiary 
standards of prntectinn are less stringent flian in criminal 
trials. The acceptance of aoch evidence in a eriininal case 
presents error of ..nch Brevity os to require examination 
by this Court, for this evidence was eoncededly “highly in. 
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flammatory’’ (R. 1655), prejudiced the petiliouers and 
created the constitutional infirmities which we raise in this 
petition. 


IV 

The due process clause of the Fifth Amendment to the 
Constitution is the guardian in ''our concept of ordered 
liberty” of “what is deemed reasonable and right” See 
Wolf y. Colorado, 338 U. S. 25, 27 (1949). A sentence 
which 18 incompatible with due process of law will not be 
permitted to stand. Townsend v. Burke, 334 U. S. 73fi 
(1348) ; Williams v. A'ew York, 337 U. S. 241, 252 (1949). 

The exercise of the wide discretion vested in a sentencing 
judge to acquire information on which to base his determi- 
natton does not include a right to rely on unfair and “ma- 
terially untrue” assumptions, “whether by carelessness or 
design . Townsend v. Burke, supra, at p. 741. 

We press upon the court that the sentences here outrage 
decency and offend civilized concepts of fair plav, founded 
as they were on ‘hnateriaily untrue” facts and extravagant 
assumptiona 

“l^e record in this case coneededly embodies the entire 
basis upon which the trial court bottomed its determina- 
sentences of death upon the petitioners 
Removed from the proximity, in time, of the 
conflict of a ‘ passion-rousing” trial, an objective reading 
of ^e trial judge’s remarks on sentence must agitate the 
candid conscience. Ris reasons assail reason and the 
intelligent and informed mind; they are an admixture of 
misinformation, sired by ignorance, and of unfair svllo- 
gisms, erected on infirm premises. 

The justification of death in this case was that the “crime 
was worse than murder” (R. 1614). To find warrant for 
this view the trial judge disregarded the plain record-his 
only avowed source of information— to saddle the peti- 
tioners with a will to harm their country and to hold them 
culpable, contrary to the fact.s of history and science, for 
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foundation, the judge rested his conclusion that “plain 
deliberate contemplated murder is dwarfed in magnitude 
by comparison with (petitioners’] crime” (R. 1614). 

The conspiracy was allegedly conceived at a time when 

! nTl* war-time ally, respected, aided and 

extolled by the Government of the United States and its 
public and private leaders. Nevertheless, the trial judge 
stated on sentence; 

“Citizens of this country who betray their fellow 
co^trjunen can be under none of the delusions about 
the benignity of Soviet power that they might have 
been prior to World War II” (R. 1613). « • • • Indeed 
by your betrayal you undoubtedly altered the course 
of history to the disadvantage of our country. No one 
can say that we do not live in a constant state of ten- 
sion. We have evidence of your treachery all around 
us every day~f or the civilian defense activities 
throughout the nation are aimed at preparing us for 
an atom-bomb attack” (R. 1615). * 

He commented further: 

Nor can it 1^ said • * • that the power which set 
the conspiracy in motion * * • was not openly hostile 
(R 1615)"^ States at the time of the conspiracy” 


These remarks, conjoined with his limitation of the period 
of Soviet “benignity" to a time “prior to World War II”, 
war^d history to attribute to the petitioners' hostile mind 
tn Common knowledge of our wartime alliance 

wth the Soviet Union, of course, confutes this legerdemain. 

aioreover, the indictment on which petitioners were tried 
did not charge an “intent to injure” the United States, as 
it can he assumed it would have, were the Government in 
possession of evidence to establish such an intent. And, 
indeed, the record is bare of any such proof. 

The forced finding that the petitioners had an “intent 
to injure ’ the United States changed tlie quality and gravity 
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of the offense.* Yet it was on the basis of the intent thus 
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♦lof. ^ f y^e— ‘^-bomb years before our best scien- 

hsts predicted Russia woubi perfect the bomb ]m9 
already caused, in my opinion, the Communist adores 
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and wlio knows but that million.s more of inno- 
cent people may pay the jirice of your treason. Indeed 
y your tetrayal 3'ou umloubtedly have altered the 
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Patently, these statements are unmitigated fiction. Their 
jadieial pronouncement cannot serve to square their un- 

rJv’i""' 

ousiy supported comport with due process of law 

tha?thT’*"*^l' ^*1"" Pretended 

that the atom-bomb material allegedly transmitted in the 

As a general proposition, Dr. Harold C. Urey, one of 
the dirwtoTs of the atomic bomb project, has affinned that ; 

wili^te^ PicJf'nf up this information 

wib get information more rapidly by stajdng at home 

and m their own laboratories,” N. Y. Timks 

March 3, 1946, p. 12. 


aiZT4 


15 

Specifically in relation to tld, case, the Cove'rnment itself 
after the trial. co„,*|c<i u,at: ..Q„e„a|..r!w!r'’ 

!h CTt:::*' r sr Tr:* “h- 

s"«ort p <?" Atomic Kspionage, S 
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Robert Oppenheimer N Y 
cession extends as well to “know-how” Tl.ft rr ’ 
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sensi." * * testimony made little scienUfic 

workable * bomb appears illogical, if not un- 

daU and oilier <xomnanvin without quantitative 

bomb was not much of a secret.”^ ^ ^ information, the Grecnglass 

“eighty to iitnc^ volumes Jf^dos? prior* wIST^I 

engineer would be aWe to read, ^ ^ ® scientist or 
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scientific secrets of atom-bamh manufacture since 1940, 
the year tlie United States began attempts to develop 
the missile.” (Emphasis ours.) 


The decisive factor, in terms of the extent of the time 
lag between our possession of the boml> and its develop- 
ment by the Soviet Union, was the degree of the industrial 
strength and technology of the Soviet XTnion, not its scien- 
tific knowledge. That time lag was given, by experts, an 
outside limit of five years. Dr. Irving Langmuir, N. Y. 
Times, October 9, 1945, p. 9; Newman, Control of Atomic 
Enerffy, 66 Yale L. J. 769; Report on Soviet Atomic 
Ewrgy, op. cit., sypra, at pp. 7, 13-14. On this topic, Dr. 
Urey commented: 


“In my opinion if we published all our data in detail 
we would not shorten the five • • • years of General 
Grove’s estimate by very much. It takes time to build 
plants, and it takes time to operate them. Address, 
reprinted in Science, November 2. 1945. 


Scientific judgment undermines the validity of the trial 
judge’s claim that the petitioners’ conduct, did or could 
have, pat “into the hands of the Russians the A-bomb years 
before our best scientists predicted Russia w’ould perfect 
the bomb”. Because of these findings of the scientific 
world, matters of common knowledge before the trial here, 
this basis for imposing death is exposed as “materially 
untrue”, a vice which must vitiate the sentences. 


If the trial judge displayed irresponsibility, in blinding 
himself to the facts and capitulating to tlie popular myth 
of atomic monopoly, he threw all rationality and judicial 
temperance to the winds when he judged the petitioners’ 
to have “caused • • • tlie Communist aggression in Korea, 
with the resultant casnalties exceeding 50,000 • • • »» and 
thus “undoubtedly [to] have altered the course of history 
to the disadvantage of our country”. 

The question of the responsibility for the commence- 
ment of the war in Korea is still hotly debated in this 


country, and inconclusively resolved.* But one fact is un- 
controvertibly clear: No responsible official fastens this 
guilt on the petitioners. While in the arena of political 
life, it is not uncommon to create “whipping boys”, due 
process cannot sanction similar judicial victimization in 
the courtroom. 

Yet all the convoluted reasoning of the trial judge can- 
not conceal the basic inequity in measuring the severity 
of tlie punishment on the gauge of extant political circum- 
stances.®. ^ Since reason understands that this crime, if 
disposed of at the time it was laid, would not have incurred 
a harsh or vindictive sentence, the sense of fairness is 
shocked by the exaction of retribution for subsequent events 


* The li^Iowing are some of the varied opinions of American 
statesmen on the resiransibility for the origin of the confiict: Sum- 
mr Wells (N. Y. World-Telecbam, March Zi, 1951, p. 24: “The 
statement issued by the State Department in Januaty 19S0. that the 
Repuhiic of South Korea ♦ * * was 'not witliin our line of defense'.") ; 
Thomas E. Dewey (N. Y. Times, Sept. 19, 1951, pp, 10-11 : " ‘On- 
again-off -again’ policy on Fonnosa * • *.") ; Dwight E>. Eisenhower 
(N. Y. Times, Sept. 5, 1952, p. 1; "We are in that war because 
this .Administration abandoned China to the Communists."); Re- 
tired Rear Admiral ElH.s M. 2acharias (N. Y. Times, June 21, 19S1 : 
"Korea was a blunder by both Russia and the United States.") ; 
Wilbur W. Hitchcock, former member U. S. Military Gov’t in 
Korea (Cusbent History. March 1951 ; « • * ♦ Soviet Union in 
fact did not initiate the war (and] far from throwing the switch, 
was just as surprised as was the Western World when the North 
Koreans threw the switch.’’) 

These examples could he multiplied aj iafimfum; there are almost 
.ns many opinions as people. 

* The vindication of the sentences by the court below on the 
ground of the continuance of the conspira^ into the “cold war'* 
)x.'rio(I (U. 1680-61) is a mere rationalization of the trial judge’s 
{xjsition. Were this the criterion it would have been reasonable 
to expect a sentence other than death for the petitioner, Ethel Rosen- 
berg. as to wlwm the record is bare of post-war involvement. And 
as to Jwth petitioners, the concurring judge (Frank, J.) suggested 
consi<icration on sentence of ‘‘the fact that the evidence of the 
Koseiibergs’ activities after Germany's defeat (as well as of their 
earlier espionage activities) came almost entirely from accomplices" 
(R, 1677). 
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and reveraed political relations over which the petitioners 
had neither control nor clairvoyance to fortcll. 

The concept of fair plaj’, the essence of clue process, 
commands that these sentences be set aside. 

V 

In their petition for a writ of certiorari, the petitioners 
interposed a challenge to the constitutionality of tlie sen- 
tence which, if upheld, would have precluded the necessity 
for consideration of the sentence of death on the level of an 
abuse of discretion of the sentencing judge. 

The denial of the writ of certiorari now makes it appro- 
priate to raise the question of the excessiveness of the 
sentences. 

Section 2106 of Title 28 IT. S. C. A. provides : 

“The Supreme Court or any other Court of appel- 
late jurisdiction may affirm, modify, vacate, set aside 
or review any judgment • * • lawfully brought before 
it for review, and may remand the cause and direct 
the entry of such appropriate judgment *-* or re- 
quire such further proceedings to be had as may be 
just under the circumstances.” 

It is difficult to conceive of a statute drawn more clearly 
and explicitly to express the legislative intent to confer 
the broadest power upon the Federal appellate courts to 
control in whole and in detail judgments of the lower courts. 

A fortiori, sentence, which is embodied in and forms 
an integral part of a judgment of conviction, would be 
reached by the power to “ * * * modify, vacate, set aside or 
reverse • • • ”. 

The question of appellate power to revise a sentence 
under the terms of Section 2106 is res novo. The court 
below acknowledged that “No decision by the Supreme 
Court or any Federal Court of Apinjols seems to liave 
cited or considered this statute in passing on the question 
of the power to reduce a sentence when a conviction is 
affirmed” (R. 1673-74). 


Jf the various Federal Courts of Appeal have denied 
themselves this power their decisions have not been in- 
fluenced by anv inhil)itions on power contained in Section 
210G. 

The court below, nevertheless, considered itself impotent 
in the face of what it termed “sixty years of undeviating 
federal precedents” holding “that an Appellate Court has 
no jmwer to modify a sentence” (R. 1671). In this the lower 
court fell into error. Autliorities which so hold rely on 
the anachronism of a rule enunciated in Ex parte Watkins, 
7 Pet, 568, 574, decided at a time when the Supreme Court 
had no Federal criminal appellate jurisdiction over either 
judgments or sentences, and prior to the enactment of 
Section 2106 or its predecessors. But this Court, even 
without dependence upon the authority of Section 2106, has 
never disclaimed the power to interfere with an arbitrary 
or excessive sentence, altliough within statutory limits.*® 

The lower court invoked Blockburger v. United States, 
284 U. S. 299, as an impediment to its assumption of power. 
Yet this Court there stated (at p, 305) ; 

“Under the circumstances, so far as disclosed, it is 
true that the im]>osition of the full penalty of fine and 
imprisonment upon each count seems unduly severe; 
but there may have been other facts and circumstances 
before the trial court properly influencing tlie extent 
of the pimishment. Tn any event, the matter was one 
for that Court, with whose judgment there is no war- 
rant for interference on our part.” (Emphasis ours.) 

Were “power” the issue, there would have been no occa- 
sion to discuss “warrant”. This is made clear by the latest 
pronouncement of this Court in Tomoya Kawakifa v. 
United States, 72 S. Ct. 950, 966 (1952), where the court, 
in relation to the severity of the sentence, stated; 

‘“Tlic courts ha^'c always assutned power where the sentence 
imiMised was in excess of the stattitory limits. See cases cited by 
court Iwlow at R. 1671. This Court has similarly assumed power 
u> UKxlify a sentence where no statute governs the limits of punisli- 
merit anil t»etialtv is left to the discretion of the court. Unifed States 
V. Vuited Mine IVorkcrs. 330 U. S. 258 (1947). 
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“The trial judge iuiposed the death sentence. The 
argument ia that that sontc'uco was so severe as to 
be arbitrary. It was, however, within the statutory 
limits. Whether a sentonee may be so sevci’c and 
the offense so trivial that an appellate court should 
set it aside is a question we need not reacln The 
flagrant and persistent acts of petitioner gave the trial 
judge such a leeway in reaching a decision on tlie 
sentence that we would not be warranted in interfering. 
Cf : Blockburger v. United States, 284 U. S. 299, 305.” 


In short, the court did not deny its power, but because of 
the circumstances of the ease, refused to exercise it.'^ 

We submit that the circumstances in tliis case should 
move this Court to modify or set aside the sentences. The 
court need not fear timt. here, as in the Blockburger case 
there “may have been other facts and ciremustances before 
the trial court properly influencing the extent of i)unish- 
ment”. The court below acknowledges that the trial judge 
placed on the record all the grounds on wliich lie based 
the death sentences (B. 1674). The vice of the sentences 
imposed on these petitioners lies not only in the 'grounds 
he stated publicly (discussed in Point IV above), but as 
well on his elision of facts within and dehors the record 
which rationally bear upon the measure of punislunent. 

Undoubtedly, were the sentences founded on “materially 
untrue” facts and assumptions, as we have demonstrated 
in Point IV above, they not only offend due process, hut, 
as weU, constitute an abuse of the discretion of the sen- 
tencing judge. 

For it cannot be forgotten that, in addition, the trial 
judge disregarded other factors that are ordinarily brought 
to bear on sentence. 


In any event, if this Court adlicres to the view of the lower 
court that this Court’s decision in the filockbitrgcr an<i KaivakUa 
cases stand for a denial of jwwcr, we press upon this Court that 
such a construction should lie overruled as suggeste<l by the con- 
curring opinion of Judge Frank below (R. 1672*77), Sec also 
Hall, Reduction of Crimhiai Sentences on Appea), 37 Col. L. Rev. 
521, 762 (1937). 
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The conviction of the petitioners was procured on ac- 
complice and professional informer testimony with a patina 
of circumstantial evidence (R. 1648), against the sworn 
denials of the petitioners in their own defense (R. 1051- 
1401). Sufiieient evidence to prove guilt beyond a reason- 
able doubt was entirely lacking without the testimony of 
these accomplices, wlio, hopelessly entrapped, consummated 
deals with the Government to accuse the petitioners and so 
avoid or mitigate punishment for their malefactions (B. 
556-67, 594-608, 715-21, 729-47, 757-61, 780, 784-86, 792-93, 
593, 740, 1638). Such a case has been characterized as 
“weak”. Kruhwich v. United SiatCs’i, 336 U. S. 400 (1949) ; 
Berger v. United States, 295 U. S. 78 (1935) ; Olasser v. 
United States, 315 U. S. GO (1942) ; United States v. Levi, 
177 F. 2d 827 (C. A. 7th, 1949). Justice Frank, concurring 
below, suggested consideration of this factor on modifica- 
tion of sentence (R. 1677), 

The infirmity of a case built on accomplice testimony, 
is underscored in relation to these petitioners, when the 
Government announced that, contrary to the trial testi- 
mony, the petitioners were insignificant cogs in the alleged 
Soviet espionage ajjparatus. Within a w’eek after the im- 
position of sentence upon the petitioners, a highly authori- 
tative government rejiort rated Fuchs, May and Greenglass 
(along wth British, Bruno Pontecorvo) as the only im- 
portant atomic espionage agents, and subordinated the 
petitioners to a minor place. Report on Soviet Atomic 
Espionage, Joint Cojum. on Atomic Energy, 82nd Cong., 
Ist Sess. (U. S. Gov't Printing Office, 1951), pp. 5-7. 
Accord: The Shameful Years, House Comm, on Un-Am. 
Activities (U. S. Gov’t Printing Office, 1952). 

Furthennore, never before in the entire history of the 
United States ha.s a civil court, either in peace or war, 
decreed a sentence of death for tlie crime of espionage 
(B. 1671). For that most grave of all crimes, treason, 
only two death sentences have been imposed since the 
adoption of the Constitution (R. 1671) and no execution 
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Jias taken place. In the midst of the last war three per> 
sons, and after the close of hostilities five persons were 
cliarged wth, tried for, and convicted of treason for 
adherence to an enemy that was despicable to the entire 
world for a wantonness imparalleled in human history. 
No one of these was executed for his crime.** 


In the context of allegedly the same network of Soviet 
atomic espionage agents, the subject of tliis case, only 
prison sentences were meted oat: David Greenglass, 15 
years (B. 1638); Harry Gold, 30 years (R. 801); Ruth 
Greenglass, David’s wife, a eo-conspirator, though not a 
defendant, never indicted for her crime and presently a 
free woman (R. 593, 740). The same is tme of other 
convicted Soviet atomic espionage agents: Dr. Klaus 


Fuchs, in England, 14 year.*? ; Allan Nmm May, in England, 
10 years. Report on Soviet Atomic Espionage, op. cif., 


svpra. 

This shocking departure from the American tradition 
against vengeful punishment, and the inverse disparity 
between these sentences and the punishment meted out to 
others, according to the Government, more culpable, marks 
the magnitude of the abuse of the sentencing judge in the 
exercise of his discretionary powers. 


During hosHliitCs: United Stoics v. Cramer, 137 F. 2d 888 
(C. C. A. 2d, W3), rev’d 325 U. S. 1 (45 years and $10,000) ; 
ffaufit V. l/ftifed Stafes, sufrra (life imprisonment and $10,000); 
Stephan v. United Slates, 133 F. 2d 87 (C. C. A, 6th, 1943), cert, 
den. 318 U. S. 781 (death sentence imposed but not executed). 

After cessation of hostilities.' Chandler v. United States, 171 F. 
2d 921, cert. den. 336 U. S. 918 (life imprisonment and $10.000) ; 
Best V. United States. 184 F. 2d 131 (C. A. 1st, 1950) (life im- 
prisonment and $10,000) ; United States v. Biirc;i«an. 87 F. Supp, 
5^ (D. C, D. C. 1949), aff’tl 188 F. 2d 637 (imprisonment, term 
not mentioned). The two women in t!ic group, better known as 
“Axis Sally” and “Tokyo Rose”, were given minimal prison sen- 
tences. Cillars v. United States, IKJ F, ^1 962 (App. D. C., 1950) 
(10 to 30 years’ imprisonment and $10.000) ; D' Aquino V. United 
States, 180 F. Zd 271 (C. A. 9th, 1950) (10 years’ imprisonment and 
$ 10 , 000 ). 
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The sentence was a }>roduct of the abandonment of 
rational standards. Judicial balance gave way to un- 
judicial surrender to the political clamor that invaded 
this case, I'his Court, the ultimate protector of an accused, 
helpless against the forces of passion and prejudice, has 
the responsibility to remedy the irreparable and imminently 
irrevocable harm suffered by these petitioners. 


CONCLUSION 

The petition for rehearing ehonld be granted, this 
CourCs order of October 13, 1952, vacated, and a writ 
of certiorari issued to the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit. 
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IForward', 'Jewish Day' AsH 
Truman Save Rosenbergs' 


The Jewish Daily Forward and [war. In this country there was a 
the Jewish t)ay uiged President friendly attitude toward Russia.” 

, Truman yesterday to spare the liv« The “Day" expressed the “hope _ 

of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, that President Truman svill, on the lives of two young people tor a 
whose death sentences on frameup [basis of humanitarian motives and *ti-**iw oniv nnsnn sen- 

solely on this basis commute the 


’spy " charges were denied review 
by the Supreme Court this week. 

Both the “Day” editorially and 
the “Forward", in a lengthy article 
by editor H. Rogoff, urg^ exec- 
vtive clemency as an act of human- 
ity'and compassion. 

• The “Forward” article in addi- 
tion compared the extreme penalty 
for the Rosenbergs with the 14 


death sentence of SS-year-old Julius 
Roswiberg and SS-year-old Ethel 
Rosenberg to prison." • 

While the paper refused to ad- 
mit the validity of widespread 
charges that the Rosenbergs are 
victims of anti-Semitism it added: 
APPEAL TO TRUMAN 

However, having faith in our 


'A life in iad is a severe enough 
punishment for the Rosenborgs. 
Let not America extinguish Ure 


year and 10 years terms given 'democratic system of justice and a 
Klaus Fuchs and Alan Nunn May {fair application of our laws we feel 


on similar charges. It reiterated the 
•Forward’s” view, given at die tirem 
of the Rosenbergs’ sentencing, that 
^e death penalty was "to horrible" 
i id urged Truman to consider that 
t le alleged “betrayal of the Rosen- 
I ergs svas committed at a time 
when Russia was our ally in the 


that we are entitled to appeal to 
the president to commute the death 
sentence tp prison and not allow 
America to emerge in the eyes of 
the world as being more brutal 
than other democratic countries 
that coped with similar crimes," 
The paper concluded: 


crime that drew only prison sen 
tences in other countries. Let Amer- 
ica not rob two small children of 
their parents. 

“For the sake of Americas good 
name.it is worth that the President 
exercise compassion along with 
judgement.” 

“Forward" editor Rop>0, who 
would not recognize the possibility* 
of innocence for the Rosenbergs 
noted that “the extreme punish- 
ment of deadi for betrayal was al-| 
ways meted out only to spies who': 
helped the enemy in time of war. I 
Never has such a punishment been ; 
handed out when assistance ^^s; 
given to an ally in war. This is apo 
the &st time that the death peiAU 
ty for espionage was renedeveain 
a civilian court." 
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SM a/ tht Cammamiatt «« hrUff praaaurt 

^atah aTgcataattaaa ta auppart tha Maaanbarg atutaa 
ia baraa aa* b$ am aattartaX im tka 'telly faealaa Warlt," 
• maab aamat Cammamtat mawapapar, juaa f, 19SS. iaauat 
attbaatal a^ttiataad taa ImpIsar Jamiak Camgraaa aaS 
Ma Aaarfaam Cta$J tibarttaa Umtem far aphalUma aha 
taaambarg iaath aantamaaa. 


X* kaa haam lamraad raeaatla thraagk a raliabla 
iafarmaab that am patabar je, 183X« • e«at>lii«tf aaargamaa 
maattag waa kali bg ft/tg rapraaaataUaaa fram tha ^gatiamaZ 
eammtttaa ta Saaura jaaitaa In tba gaaambarg eaaa," tba 
Ctatl MtgkU eaagraaa. Mil ralatag graupa, Xbag agraai ta 
sfi" affartt ta aaaa tha gaaaAarga, AaaorUmg ta 
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UNITED S 


SOVERNMENT 


«r AMOMKl nWM NO. M 


Office Men. 


TO 

FROM 


/ 


L SUBJECT: 


UR. A. R. 

UR. C. R. 

JULIUS ROSmB 
ETEEXkMOSENBERG; 
ESpiomaE - R. 



DATE: October 30, 1952 


uaa 

nuiou 


OMta 


ActinQ SunervisoT^Scott Uiller, Rem York Office, 
n nned oj» the mo r ninr^Toot o be r 30. “* 

the pe.J'son previously reported to the NYO as Baplp _ J) __ . ^ 
in. rn^nrSKSfnyKas'^ noib' been , deie .Xmimi..M> -pe . 
aSiex^SSu Sharff is reported to have stated on 
tTt e " " f ^te ni ’ CfU y i of October 29, 1952, that he was 
proceeding immediately to Kansas City, and from theiy 
to Indenendencey l/issouri, to personally seek executive 
cleuie ncy from the President for the Rosenbergs ^ 

Mover Sha rLff^is the Rabbi of the Temple 
Ansha Pokatilof inyilliamsburg, B rookly n^ Rem Y ork. 
ffe^'Tsy ’member of the Rabbinical BodrdT'of G re ate r New York. 


IW4. 


/ - 


% 


The RcYtignal^QQjJimittee to Secure Justice for 
the Rosenbergs hasy^taie.d that Sharff came to them, 
unVb 2 id Tied^ t o [help . sa ve .. the Ros enbergs. In his speeches, 
Sharff Qlaims he is not .a Communist. He says^J^ wgs in 
Russia during the Revolution and that^M^^pn^jms_ killed 
by the jigmuni8t$. in his speeches, he attacks Judge 
Kaufman; says he believes the Rosenbergs are innocent; 
o^daTresses antUSemitJsm in connection with the 
prosecutiy. years of age, short in stature, 

and wears a long white beard, ffe ^eaks at many of the 
committee valUe^ ^ 

all x^ ACeiTFlED . 

ir?.' 

DAI 


V 


ACTION i 


For your information. The files are being checked. 


CEH: 


^,4N0 vM 



VTAMOMD rOMM NO. 64 


Office Memo^ ^ndum 


• UNITED GOVERNMENT 


TO : 
FROM : 
SUBJECT: 


MX. 


S. BELMONT 


^ ' \ 


MR. 0 




HENNRIGH 




JJ]LIN$-. ROSENBERG; 
BTHEl^koSENBERG; 
ESPIONAGE - R 



Aoting Supervisov Scott Miller called from 
New Yor k on the morning of October 30. He advised that 
rQj n.mittee to ^ec it re Jus t i c e f o r _ 

Rosenb^g s heldjx r^lly in itni on S'g ud re on ^tKe" djte 
yrdon'^oFOciobeTi^^'^^^ that the clo sing speaker js ^ 

.Rabbi Dr. JU^T'^^^harf.f . who announced that h e was l e aving 






TmeHiote'jy f o f Kansas Cit u, andJ lrm^iMre ,to„ 
[independence, Misiso^ri, tSL^ersonally seek executive 
cjemenc u from F resA.dejit ^Truman for the Sosenberg^m 

Bureau .files do not reflect_an u.MUUiJrx:iaii.on 
ide ntifiable^with Rabbi pr. Aaron , Sc harff. 

RECOmENJDATION : 

For your information. 
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LHM/CEHtdmd/lhl 
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0jfic6 lAswiOt'andtlfn • united states government 


TO ! Director, FBI (100-3U5229) 


DATE; 10/31/52 


FROM 


SAC, New York (100-80931) 


SUBJECT: p^vEL IVANOVICH PEDOSIMOV 
ESPIONAGE-R " . 




Rebulet 9/29/52, requesting identification of cer^in 
individuals and that consideration he given to advisability of 
interviewing other individuals. 



EDWARD I. ARANOV was identified in report of SA T. SCCVIT _ 
MIIiLER dated 6/8/51, N.Y., and WILLIAM W. LANCASTER was IdBntified 
in the report of SA WALTER C. ROBTTING, JR. dated 4 / 2 I 4 ./ 52 , N.Y. 

In view of the fact that these reports are not beinn prepared for 
dissemination (sec. N.Y. letter 2/13/51 ®nd Bulet 3/9/51) ^nd tY&t 
subject was in contact with numerous individuals on continuing basis, 
this office has been eliminating repetition of identifying material. 
In order to call actention to previous Identifications this office 
will in future reports, UACB, make a notation next to first mention 
of a contact * 3 name, that the person was Identified in a previous 
report. 


Re proposed interview ALFRED ABRAHAM FCHN. Bureau* s 
attention directed to pending Security Matter-C Investigation on 
PUHN and fact that PIIHN*S activities ep^.of particular significance 
in connection with investigation JULIUS^OSENBERG. Consideration 
being given to interview PUHN in ROSENBERG case, 
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srAisoARo ram Ncv M 


Office ^AemOT^^fldtlM • united states government 

ro I m. k. n. hEiuoii§^^^j^ 

. ?. Keayypj:;^. 


FROM X 


SUBJECT: 


JULIUS- n OSENBSna; 
ETKEiTM OSENBERU; 
ESP ION AGE - R 



Uohr 


Kocm 


amdy 


Reference is made to memorandum to you from 
Mr, Hennri ch dated October 30y 19b2y captioned as above j 

whereijx information was set forth indicating that a Rabbi 

Ueyei^Sharff of New lorA ^as reportedly to proceed to Inde-nendence , 
H--: to personally see)^ executive clemency from Presiaenx ^ / 

rraman for the Rosenbergs, Attached to this memorandum was a y' 
routing slip containing the notation (concurred in by the Director) 
that the Nhite House be alerted concerning this information^ 

This is to advise that on October 31^ 1962, Mr^ Roach 
Unformed Hr, Leonard P, Hutchinson, U, S, Secret Service, White 
mouse Detail, of the information contained in referenced memorandum, 

ACTION: 


None, For your information, 

HER :lw 
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TOERAL BIJREAU OJ* IJn/ESTIGATION 


Room 5744 O/ 

■" ■ i. 


1952 


TO; 


.Director 
.Mr» Ladd 


_Mr. Clegg 
_Mr, Glavin 
Harbo 

Jic, Nichole 
>Mr, Hosen 
_Mr. Tracy 
.Mr, Belmont 
.Mr. Mohr 
.Mr. Gearty 
.Mr • Callahan 
,Mr. Hollonian 



..Miss Gandy /o 

.Personnel Files Sectib 
.Records Section 
.Mrs. Skillman 



See Me appropriate action 

Send File 




I^te and Return 











Clyde Tolso 
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ENCLOSURE 


FD-205 



♦ • 

PT)-205 

Ojfice j^eMOTandufn • united states government 

^ to 1 Director, FBI (Yile ^ ) date: 

I SAC, (File ) 

SUBJECT: ^ U LlO S ■^c J l3(:flfsJ(^ 


to X Director, FBI 





SUBJECT; 


\ . ) 


This case will be delinquent. 


Date of Bureau deadline: 
Reason for the delinquency: 




Date the report or necessary comimmication 
will reach the Bureau: 

AEC zone designation, e«g., OR, CH, etc,: 
(This applies only to 116 cases,) 


If 5'S$»U- 


»'■ ■ 


6S 


corT^i^ 




■;W>' .'r>5'?'X'' 


Vv ♦ 
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K0VFJ-3(;R 17, 1952 . Ui-O-KT 

SAC, REW TORK 
CLUELANS 
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JULIUS i:i5£|l8ER0, ET IL, SSflOHACE SASH R, US SURRENl COURT 
DSKILfi lEUEARZSa 01 irfLlCATlOR fOR WRIT Of CERTIORARI TOLAI 
III ROSfcRBEHO AKtr 80BEU. AFPEALS. K£W TORI IMMEDIATKLT 
•IliSTITUTI PISDS 9P V2:tIA>l PSRl, HAIVZU. PIRESTOKE, ECVAnD 
JAMES WEnSTElK, WILLIAM BAKZIOSR AXL miAX OlACSMAW PATAU 
TO LBTERMIBE WtETHEB THET ATTEMPT TO LEATB COBXTRT OK MAKE 
VXUSUAL COKTACTS, CLEVSLARD COMLUCT SIMILAR flSOR OF MICHAEL 
ASi/ AXK SIDOROV ICa. MEW TORI SHOULD ALSO BE ALERT FOR UHUiUAl 
ACTIVITX OF OTH.- . SUSOrCTS PHESKKrLT UKDEic IRVESTIOATUf. AS 
FOOMdLT IWVLLVED IK K0SEB8hSG SKTWORK. FISUR SHvUU Bt. FOR 
ONE WtEI AKC IF HO ACTIVITX KCTED, SUBMIT REC0KKS."J)ATI0M5 nE 


CCHTIHOIKG SAME, iAmEDIATCLI ADVISE BUREAU OF AST iMfOrTiitf. 


DEViCL0.Mf:HTS. 
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THE FOREIGN SERVICE 
OF THE 

UNITED STA i'ES OF AMERICA 

rtoierican Krabassy 
2 Avenue Crabriel 
Paris 8, France 


L 


Date; 

To; 

From; 


Kovember 6, 195^ ]Pv 

Director, FBI ^ 


AIR C0URI3R' 



O 


Legat, Paris (65-126) 

o 

Subject: JULIUS ROSiKBSRG 
ESPI0HAG5^ - R 


Attached hereto as of possib^ interest to the Bureau is 
a clipping froci the 10/29/52 issue o j^e Soir , Frgnc.b.J:QStfnU Dist news , 
pajjer in Paris, vihich devoted almost an entire page of this issue 
to^e ROSSRWCG case. It will be noted that the feature story, the 
sub-title of which is .^Tile.Pathe^^iJ 2 Adventure of Julius and 


F.osenbs 


rg”, was written by 
files • 


^/ho is vJolX kno.';n to 


Attachment 
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OE LA BOMBS 


U N crime ««f \ 
antennes ilv-t 
eomi^ciU du 
triers, ies corps de^ 
fefflate — s'sffaiss^, 

Gee, sur Is chaise 
miewc qos ravteur ds ^ 


A .KewwYori^ danslorhasdfl I’Se do Manhattan, non 
loiB-d'East-Rlver, M dresse un jpnipe d’immea* 
Uw^connu sous la nom de lOuckerbocker Vil- 
U|:e.. n est hsbit4 par des emplojr^, des petits 
eommer^ta, des ouvriws qualifi^ des intellectuela :■ 
des sens qoi gagDent lour vie, mais la gasnent inod«h 
tement ’ 


a-t-if efe vo/e ? 


V4 




u eotnpoM d« 
d«ux ^dcM. L* loytf «at modMM. 
*' M«vl«nt ' d'unl* Md 

pour U Odl- 

on 


En lW2,.im jeane couple vicnt vivre li, Lui,.a vinstr JJt 
quatre sns, ij est ins&ueur. Sa femme, do deux kps qon 
; alnde, a ' 4td aecrdta^ avant lour nuiriase, ' mais- etle as *«. pm 

travaUl* iduH, C’eei^i-diro qua, conune tant de fenunes 


qu'un coUifti* * rocii' 


•xoia^a. 

de'p^ le nw^e, eUe'ne f^t que.le m^se, le muux une 


«t dont n a’» pu voulu 
mK tr** tiM, 


la cuisine, la lessivEs lee rsccominodasee, et tout le restp. n«ur« c«ii»-i*. qu* 

Au bout de deux ans, ils ont un enfant, un xarson, puis, 

/VllofM ansi nlsssr else aiafsM T.a •!* 91 riAllara - ari*Ut*HA«. Mn 


quatre.ans plus tard, un autre. La jeune femme s'en oc- ?» n doiur*. i.m vum«rjM, 
cqpe. efle-mdma En dix.ana, eUe'tombe malade 4 dew touk 

n^irises, et cest seulement alors ou’elle ae fait aider'par }u»u t. «ubruiir . d«p«tuMa 
uns fmune de’iodnase. ^ ?»«?««- *n o«m *«. i. jton. 





Inrditlour ■*4oqu«rT» qua cinq com. 

du prti i p«rur, i W d<4'‘ 
Jarc ! e« qu'oo trouro dt> mallloiir 
'niarcbd. Bn iwn, II port, Micor, 
S, pMdMrua qo'U 4 4cn*ti dU xn* 
oIm tdt. 8, fainm, 4 un niuntMu 
nalfoumir, qul n’» ooQt# quo 80 
^olur* «t qoi 4 U4 r,t4)tl« 
•lAr, foU : It f«Jt frold i N^* 
T^fc. riUvcr. CMt e, qu’,11, po,- 
oiS, d, plua prdelcux, cal4, M un« 
.mdikU', 4 ai dalw« t un ,«d«4u 
d!4anlv,rulro d, aon marl. Lul, 


Lnpotbetiqoe 
oventure de 
Julius et Ethel 
ROSENBERG 

. racooHg par 
Viodimlr POZNNA 


ro/uMiii. JtOMBbwB laur raopall, 
qu'iU 'ont fait vaair pour lui po- 
Mr dm qumtiop* 4U »ujat d, warn 
BMU-^iUra at qu'4 prdiMit'fla *a> 
MiMt d, rimpllquar, lul. ' II dO' 
ii>4pd> 4 coaauiter un 4VDe4t. 

— Maua tut voui aoettaotM 4* 
riMi, dit UB ia^pocUur. Noui vou* 
ton, voua 4ldM’, o'aat tout. 

— J« vwfdMia v<rfr w 4ivpea,t. 

— Um cJB4Mtt, T Du olimriiie- 
gun ?• 

— J» dWMild* a.yoir- us «*♦- 
eat 

" Voudria>>v«ua taaoBtr quat- 
qu» dbO,k 7 

C, a*Mt qu’au ddtiut d« (’awda- 
- poprlaiit t 


midi qua Roiwbarf ' 


UtSpboMi^ 4 VanraoM * 1 ^ 


a, pouvm pa*, ns, donaar d'argwt, 
»« «»o1d» X4ltm C4 pour tool, t 


Lm dettout j 

d'liiw Ml* 


jt un^^parail pl^otognpAlqu, qu‘U 


lac&i duna un coneour,. 


Un coupl* uni 


Ban, la joumd,. on travaHla. 
aokr, on rmt, cdtak aol,' on v> 
au elatoa, on volt dm amli. dM 
Toielna. an dIaeuU. Toua Im vm)" 
dradMk on va cbm la iptr, d, la 
fttoma 64 Van ratrauv, la 
famiU,, On y dlacut, dgalantMit 
C’Wt la guerre. Comma la plu' 
part da aaa confrdra*. Vlagtnlaur 
ant ^ftcU a&dctnl dana daa ante,' 
prtaw travafllant pour la ddfanaa 
nattonala. J1 ut juif at U halt laa 
(luta qut axUrmlnant aaa coralt- 
rltmnalraa. II «it prograMlata at 
D gelt i0 faaolama.. 8a ranuna pan- 
mieopima lul ; e'aat un eoupla uni. 
Ilia M tlanaant au courani da ca 
«1 aa fait an 1/nioa Soyldtlqua. 
|B4 reata, laa Joumaux an aonl 
Vmidia : I'Uiuea flnaidtlgu* ut 
dba aUlda, Rooaavalt at <»urehitl 
la Aouvraat d'dlogaa, at la gdntral 
Ifac Arthur chania IM lounpgM 
da VArmla Rouge. I,# launa 'IngA* 
nlaur at aa eompagna trauvant qua 
VUnton Sovlttlqua aat *auU 4 ro< 


to aolr, Vlnrdnlaur an aarta 4 
aa famma Klla aat InquUta. 11 
a'aglt da aoa plua jauna frifa 
qu’Ula alma halueeup. fiaralt.^ 
ao famma qul la traeaaaa flpiir 
avoir da I'argant t 
. Non, d& Vtngdnlaur, It dolt 
avoir daa ambitamaata. Ja na aala 
paa qa qua e‘eat 

tta aa aouvicnnaat qua. qualqua 
tamaa aupamvant, daa aranta da 
la Mllea faddrala ^ la F.B-l 
■ont vaikua intarrogar la bwu- 
irlra au aulat d'ua vol d'uranliun. 
Ila aa aouvianaant <galemant qua, 


dleat, u Syndload daa 
at Ingdaiaora. 

Vovonat •’lafoima ; 

^ StM.A6ua aoua naodai Cai* 
rtt ? ^ * 

Roaanbaag n’aa aalt nan. 

DaawBidaa nu V.B.t. «1 .v«uo 
I'dtaa. 

Roaanbarg m tounM' vara aaa 

— Bat-oa quo Ja «u4a acvMd f. 

— Non. 

— Alora, dit Vavooat. V 
at vamaa dnm mem (kucpaai. 

Roaanbarg aa l*va : ■ . . . i • 

— Au r>avcir, maaalaun. 

n aoat. ParaMiasa M 44 aatloet. 

Dana la nia, II aoliAta U Jour. 
Bad du aolr. n y volt la photo da 
CAvid Oraanglaaa at amtand' qua 
aoa Iwau-drana a M ocroud. 

Roaanbarg aa <vmi ohaa Vavooat, 
Pula 4 -Ia enataon. tlB )our aa pa baa, 
oaux Jomm trota 'Joura. Ia v|a 
DonUaua. Toua laa mattoa. II am 
4 aou, buraAU. . Toua laa atdra, 'll 
roataa ehaa lui. L'idta na lul viamt 
laanaia da paa-tir, da aa ooobor, B 
n'a riao 4 aa rtguoobar. II aa aajt 


pousaar I'aaaaut da 1* 'Vlahrmaeht 
't dauxitma front tarda trap 


I’ouvrtr. QMranti^aux mUliona 


da VraitiMU. tnolaa qu^qwia brat- 
‘ “ via. mmaoii 


tra^Bont du mtana avta. ftraonna 
an Franca na paut la dIralA'hauta 
voix. It n’an aat paa da mtma 
dfjia la libra Antdriqua... 

Pour avoir llbremant axprimd 
ma opinion#, la Jauna IngMtIaur 
aat accuad dlltra un oemmuairta 
at llcancid. 

n protaata. H va 4 Waahington, 
11 aaaaU da voir aoa ddpuU ■. rian 
tt'y fait. Alora, avao ua ami at 
deux .frarm da aa famma U fonda 
una patlta antraprlM. Au tmut 
- cartain tempi, I'aml aa ratlra. 
dniattr at sea deux baiau^ 

» J»U'fl"eat.»»s 

W .1 



pendant la guerre. In garqott dtalt 
affoctb aptelal 4 lioa Alamoa oV a 
dtA fabriquda la premltra honsba 
atomlque. A caite dpoqua-14, aa 
lemma atalt nanua lour damandar 
Goneetl : son marl avalt dp 


le BAISER SOVS LBS 
MBNOTTES. ~ Aptit aooir 

anUnAu la oorrflci da Miirf ^ 

a* avant Aatra rotates J | Uatt la " JirMdoMMn^ 

lou' reWoIe -’srsae Uf , . . - 




h 






Souvenir, souvenir 
quo nous veyx-tu?i 

L 


IES RoaanbArg mow 
lU? Non. diaent 
pauplai. 81. r 
gouvenianant 
caln, f« Franda aat -aorHa 
•on boBn«ur da VAliklTb' 
Dvaytua, griaa. 4 dai 
Bica 4a ctaur at 4a' emsK 
daaeh Zola, Pteouart, J4»d 
rta., plua ooupAbfda m urtx 
qua urn kutrt* 4a 
iiaAUoft Sa. VaraAU*.' VAxf*^ 
ria«M( all«. e^iadtloqn* 
arialraa Drasrfita. - ‘W 

.Curlaux poya' elalllai mbT 
oalut qul nabitldet^ 4^v 
IhAOMMf 4 ^ 
ocmdAittnda 4 aaort twnSMiii 
dea tnoK, daa aBiiaaf ot. 
loraquo VindlgpstfOB uaivar-, 
•alia a Attydnt Bon 'oonSVab' 
ndcqta; .owimtx BdyS' 


ol^Uod qud caluh qul. mot 
I? Soooa at VabZeT*!. 


Boom 

eraint quo aod 'brlma ‘do 
acrit oablid at, vlnSbadnq 
plua ' tord, raoOBmiaBea. | 
Poor Saooo-at Vausatjtl, m; 
auppMoa ovolt 4ur4 aapt •lm^ 
Tout la mota d'oolU^' iMr,. n 
juga .TUUar tatzIrdrM ra- 
Vlai-'aur no ditSilMi, ravlst 
«w aou r^utlr. volU4nt~> 
OoutUiiar iRtltulalt ua 


otoi at#- dtop^a 'EtoOl S 


I - aSp* 1»W* ^V 

^ ,6 lo' paou da cw^imu- 


<ap.>,kg>, tin Jug* ev'nnl' 
maJt, eonama on a«Ib 14 
ma paoaioa qua U, .Mdr^ 
iiaau4>eri>rutia4. .!« kowtea 
•nttar mOBlfaaUIt..- , 


O H, mv laa rmitq 4 la ,5 
qul eriolaot laiir in 41 >. 
ghbtlon, AU aolr da‘ 
raoMatrtnal, laa tli«s> 
UpAlant 4 broa toeedurato.t. 


qu^ia 4tolt_ dqno eatta 


darltd prd-otlaatlqua . 
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IKe lust« d« <iuol vivre. Finale* 
m<nt, j«a deux beaux-frirea d*- 
eertent I’ atelier. L’ipginleur. de* 
zneurA aeul. nigocle un accord 
avec !• balttcur de fonda, etn* 
prunte de I’argenl: pour lul reni' 
oouraer mlUa dollars, signs das 
traltaa. 

tte plus laune da oes beaux- 
flares, le mecanldien. «t eurtout la 
femme d« e«lul-cl, lui mAnent la 
vie duro : 11* cherchent 4 rdcupd- 
rar leur argent. Lies disputes s’en- 
vanlment. un Jour, dans la rue, 
devant das tdmolns, le mdcanlclen 
an viant au mains avee la marl 
da sa acBur. ^ ■ 

N'ampbche qu'un jour, 11 se pTd> 
sante k I'at^fer. T1 vaut parler h 
rintfdnieur, II vaut lul parlar ao 
Ut«'4-t&ts : c'sat Important 
— VouB dsvea me procuraf deuX' 
mllla dollars, dlt-11. d’sn al besnin 
tout de suite. • 

I^’lngdnleur lul egpUque qu'U n'a 
pas d^rgent. De qUol s’^t-U ? 

J'en ai basoin, rdpdts rautra, 
axcitd. No me poses pas ds quas- 
Woas- , ■ 

Puls, 11 ajoute J , 

— SI vous ne pouvax pas m ai- 
der de catts fafion, psut-6tre pou- 
veS'Veus fairs autrs chose pour 
mol,' Irlas-vous chas vqtra docteur 
pour lul dematkdsF un certificat de 
vacein ? 

— Pourquol n imes-vous . paa 
chas la v6tra ? . , 

— Na ma la demandes paa. Js 
na paux pas le fairs. 

— Ce n’aet pas raguHer, mala je 
vala damander k nton mddecin s^. 
accepts de le fairs. 

Na lui dltes iw-s pouf qul 
c'est et, pandant qua vom y gtes. 
demand as-lul e'll eat au courant 
des vaccine qu'on i^lama pour al- 
ler au Maxlque. * 

...... Vous sves des embStements 7 

— Ne me demandes rleiu Vous 
deves le falre pour mot 61 vous 




Lj St';? ■ v' 


... i :t;u' ■ fc.'ntfx'ou St';? paa -.-'mvemu qu • 

j , iu»j Jf'Rfc 'iaut .nnid V pl'is tflt, S UBS 

dole troijver cat argent. SI q ^ » vys. de terrorl- 

J*. procure* pas, vous la Jes' progras. un 

niii* II cordonnier ft 'um pacneue. accu- 

*“r la tcA de faux tAmolgma- 
expUquen at lotMue Hnganleur j.u„ crttme qu’ils n’avaiein* 

nbi* parts oommts. ont dtd dlectroouta# 

Du rests, i’lnginleur a sea pro- ^pr„t.ftn*^**rsDr«*er de n’avulr 
pres soucJs, das soucls d’un autre » 

ordre. Lee affaires vont mat Du .%» ot*e^ nous ^Wimi 

matin au soir, U ehercb* des com- iJi- Ja- 

R* fAmm* r«u lA TnAnxTA Moo-Oes «t k tojit d autras noir* 





iiS vie n’est pas rose dsna Id 

"• V®4’ Ay. 

La ^ne Inginleur s'appells Ju- 

llus J^sant»rg, at aa femme, ae ddfendaient A cou M de proi^o- 
mhei ^ cations, de faux tAmotgnag*»8 «t da 

' . _ ^ ^ - chaiae dlectrlqus 7 Em ayant ecin 

DfiVAIn Ia P.B I de oholelr pour victims des e^n- 

r dlcalietao imsqu’H *‘agi«i#rait <i« 

On est ea 1960. dresser I’opinJon publique con Ire 

Le'lS juin, la police vient char- jee syndloaui, dee nolra loraqu’il 
Cher David Graenglaes, le beau- fellalt exaoerber lee ptdjugd* ra- 
frire de Rosenberg, celul qul eet cietAS ? En ayant soin de choielr 
mecanlclen. lendemaln matin, pour martyrs. des hommes^et des 
on sonne k la ports des Rosen- femmes obsours, de peiUtee gpns. 

V .. . afln de tecroriser COUtee lee petltes 

n est tbt. Julius n'est pas en- g«ns 7 
core babllli, 11 aide sa femme k • Non. .peraoona n'aue^it la cou- 
lever lea enfant*. II va ouvrlr, U >»«« da'biimer Roee^'rg pour 
y ** hommes sur le paller. ■- n’avoir pa« songd que' famals en- 

~ Nous yenoM de la part du core ‘ lee prlvil6gl6e de ?oii nays 
^ ^ *'**■ 1 vout, ne s'dtadwint semtls autant , roena- 
qurtquee ques- ods. Pourquoj le ferait-ll 7 Dne 
«ws au BUjet de pavld Green- Mmalne u passe aprda la visits 

Sur •• 

”'S^i’E“bou. i'un »«.; 1 . « 

Julius dit aux DDllciers qu’ll est ^S!S£i"«^arr«WT^ 

?f*ae^ruM*^et*'«’hahin«* ^’****^®^** Us eont SLOCUad# d’avolr void sd 
no n.riAi. trsnsmio k I'Unlo® SovUtlqus Is 

, teriez-vous de Venir jusqu’t notre-i ' 

^bureau 7 

Rosenberg accepte da las accom- =': 'i' 

n ner, Rs sent trols 4 present ‘ - It? ■ 

ul poser des questions. ESlee , 
ont trait A Green^ass Rosenberg ' 

leur pads de rdducatlon re^ue par ' J ' rt'. 


IP# 
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s’efforce de ne rlen falre pour 
I’accabler. 

Au bout d« deux heures. un das 
inepecteurs lul dit k brhle-pour- 
poiat : 

— Save*-voU8 que votre beau- 
frdre s avoud que vous lui avies 
dit de orocurer des reneeignements 





On refuse de le lui dire. 















TRANSLATION mCM roENCH 


Art.icle in Ce Solr> Frendi Comaxmist newspaper in Paris, October 29, 19^2 
issue: 


WAS THE SECRET OF THE BOMB STOLEN? 

The Pathetic Adventure of JULIUS and ETHEX ROSENBERG 
Told by VLAEDflR POZNER 

A crime Is about to be committed* Deliberate, 
proclaimed by all the networks of the New World, it 
finds in our country, ihe coB?>licity of silence so 
that it nay be carried out. If the universal 
conscience does not stop the murderous hands, the 
bodies of two innocents two American Jews, a man 
and a woman some November morning will collapse, 
shrivelled on the electric chair, like SACCO and 
VANZETTI, like NACGEE. Why this crime? No one could 
explain it better than the author of Killed 
H. 0. BURREL". J. G. 

In New York, in lower Manhattan, not far from the East. River, 
is a district known as Knickerbocker Village. It is inhabited by 
cleiics, small business men, skilled workers, intellectuals: people who 
earn their living, but earn it modestly. 


In I 9 I 42 , a young couple comes to live there. He Is 21; years 
old, and an engineer. His wife, two years older than he, had been a 
secretary before their marriage, but she no longer works* That is, 
like all wives throughout the world, she only keeps house, does the 
marketing, cooks, washes, mends, and all the rest. After two years, they 
have a child, a boyj then four years later ttiey have another. The 
young wife takes care of them herself. In ten years she becomes sick 
twice, and only then does she get outside help. 


It is a two-room apartment. The rent is modest. The 
furniture belonged to friends idio left New York to go to California. 
Later on they will buy some furniture, almost all secondhand. For 
example, a bookcase that a colleague ordered and then did not want: 
the young couple is very proud of It. It is the best thing they have* 
And they have a ccvisole also, idiich is new, and which the husband 
bought in MBcy*s Department Store for $21.00# The old things will be 
sold to a secondhand dealer. 








The husband's salary Is just enou^ to loeet running expenses 0 
In eleven years the young engineer only has five suits, ready made, 
at $26*00: the cheapest he can find* la 1951 he is stHl wearing the 
overcoat which he had bou^t ten years before. His wife has a fhr coat 
which only cost $60.00 and which has been re-styled many times: It is 
cold in New lork in the winter. That is the most e3?)ensive thing that 
she owns, that and a $30 watch; an anniversary present from her 

husband. He has a camera which he won in a contest. 


A United Couple 


During the day they work. In the evening they stay at home, 
go to the movies, ^See their friends and nei^bors, and discuss with them. 
Every Friday they' go to the home of the young wife's mother, where they 
see the family. There they also have discussions* 

It is war time. Like the rest of his colleagues, the engineer 
is ^eclally assigned in national defense industries. He is Jewish and 
he hates the Nazis who exterminated the people who belonged to his faltli* 
He is progressive and he hates fasclaa. His wife thinks as he does; 
they are a united ccfuple. 

They are informed on what is being done in the Soviet Union. 
Besides, the new^apers are full of it: the Soviet Union is an ally, 
ROOSEVELT and CHUHCHIH are eulogizing it, and General MACARTHUR is 
singing the praises of the Red Anay. The young engineer and his wife 
see that the Soviet Union is the only one that is driving back the 
Wehrmacht assault and that the second front is very late in opening* 
Forty- two million JVwnch, minus a few traitors, are of the same opinion. 
No one in ^ance can say it aloud* It is not the same in free America... 

For having freely eaqpressed his opinions, the young engineer 
is accused of being a Communist and an an^chist. 

He protests, he goes to Washington^ he tries to see his 
representative; nothing comes from it# Then, with a friend and two 
of his wife's brothers, he starts a small business. After a 'i^ile, the 
friend leaves* The engineer and his two brothers-iu-law, the younger 
of the two is a mechanic, open a machine shop. The family digs deep in 
its pockets to lend them a little money, and they become partners with 
a man who puts $15,000 into the business. 

(The twsiness) is in a bad way* the country is threatened by 
a crisis. The partners are obligated to give up even their salaries; 
they take out just enou^ to live on* Finally the two brothers-ln-law 
leave the shop. The engineer remains alone; he negotiates an agreement 
with the silent partner, borrowing money in order to reimburse him with 
a thousand dollars; he signs the bills* 
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youngest brother-in-law, the mechanic, and particularly 
his wife, make life difficult for him: they want their money back« 

!Ihe quarrels become more bitter* On the street one day, before 
witnesses, the mechanic ccx&es to blows with his sister’s husband* 

In ^ite of this, one day he appears at the shop* He wants 
to talk to the engtneerj he wants to talk to him confidentially* it 
Is important* 

•Tou must get me $2,000," he says. "l need it immediately*" 

Ihe engineer eiplains to him that he doesn’t have any money* 
1?hat is the matter? 

"I need it," repeats the other, in an excited manner* "Don’t 
ask me any questions*" 

Ihen he adds* 

"If you can’t help me in this way, perhaps you can do something 
else for me* Would you go to your doctor and ask him for a vaccination 
certificate?" 

"T^y don’t you go to yours?" 

"Don’t ask me. I can’t do it*" 

"It isn’t right, but I’ll ask my doctor if he will do it." 

"Don’t tell him for i^om it is; while you are there, ask him 
if he knows what vaccinations they require for going to Mexico*" 

"Are you in trouble?" 

"Don’t ask me anything* Tou must do it for me* If you can’t 
give me the money at least you can do this for me*" 


?he Inside Details of a Nasty Story 

That evening the engineer speaks to his wife* She is worried* 
It concerns her youngest brother #iam she loves very mudi. Could it be 
his wife who is plaguing him for money? 

"No, "says the engineer* "He must be in trouble. I don’t know 
what it is." 
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^67 reoiember that some time &go» agents of the federal 
police - - the F«B*I« - <- had come to question the brother-ioy-Iaw 
about a theft of uranium^ !Ihe 7 also remember that during the nar the 
boy had been specially assigned to Los Alamos where the first atomic 
bomb had been made* At that time> his wife had come to ask their 
advices her husband had ^oken of stealing something frc^s the Amy* 

Was he mixed up in a shady deal? Whatever he did^ they can not 
let him down* However, the doctor, suspecting scmelhing, refuses to 
give a false vaccination certificate, and the young covple do not have 
any mc^ey. 

Some time later, the brother-in-law asks a^in* He 
absolutely has to have |2,000* 

"Itve had some bad luck,'» he says. "I must ge t that money. . 
If you do not get it for me you will regret itJ” 

Once again he refuses to explain anything and idien the engineer 
goes to see him at his home, he refuses to talk* 

Besides, the engineer has his own problems, problems of another 
type. Business Is bad* From morning until evening, he tries to get 
orders. His wife does the housework, the washing, the cooking, and 
takes care of the dilldren idio are now going to school. Life is not 
rosy in the small apartment in Knickerbocker Village. 

?he young engineer is JUIiIUS ROSENBERG, and his wife is named 

ETHEL. 


Before the r*B»I* 

It is 1950. 

On June 15, the police come to loek for DAVID (^^EENGLASS, 
ROSENBERG'S brother-in-law, the one ^o Is a mechanic. The next morning 
they are ringing the R0SENBERG5' doorbell. 

It is early. JULIUS is not dressed yet; he is helping his wife 
wake the children. He gees to open the door. There are two men in the 
hall. 


«We«re from the F.B.T,,** says one of them. "We would like to 
ask you a few questions about DAVID GREENGLASS." 

He lets them in and goes to consult his wife. 

"If DAVID is in trouble," she says, "and you can help him, speak 
to the men." 
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JULIUS says to the police agents that he is rea^y to 
answer their questions. He shaves and dresses. 

»*We cannot talk here," says one of the inspectors* "Would 
you be willing to come to our office?" 

ROSENBEa^G consents to go with them. There are three agents 
present ready to ask him questions* They discuss (SiEENGLASS* HOSENBEHG 
tells them about his brother-in-law, his education and the places 
idiere he has worked* He does not mention the story of the |2,CX)0 and 
the false vaccination certificate^ he does not breathe a word about his 
suspicions* He knows that DAVID is in the hands of the police and he 
tries his best not to do anything to make it worse for him* 

After two hours, one of the inspectors says point-blank to 

him: 


"Do you know that 3rour brother-in-law has admitted that you 
had told him to get inforaatlon for Russia?" 

ROSENBERG Is dumfounded* 

"That»s ii^ossible." 

He suspects lhat the F.B.I*, and not his brother-in-law, is 

lying. 

"Where is DAVID?" he asks* 3hey refuse to tell him. 

"Bring him here so he can say it in front of me I" 

The police agents ask: 

"And what would you do if we brou^t him here?" 

"I would accuse him of lyingl" 

And since the inspectors refuse Ihls, ROSENBERG x^eminds then 
that they made him come here to ask him questions about his brother-in-law 
and that now they are trying to in^licate him* He demands to see a 
lawyer. 


"We are not accusing you of anything," says one inspector. 
"We want to help you, that*s all*" 

"I want to see a lawyer*" 

"Cigarette? (Viewing gum? 

"I demand to see a lawyer*" 

"Would you like to eat something?" 
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It ia not until the beginning of the afternoon that 
R0SENEJ5RG succeed® in calling the lawyer of the society to which he 
belongs, the Society of Architects and Engineers* 

The lawyer tells him: 

"Are you under arrest?" 

ROSENBERG doesn*t know anything about it* 

''Ask the F.B*I. if you are*** 

ROSENBERG turns to his accusers: 

"Am I under arrest?" 

"No"* 

«3hen^** the lawj^r says, «eame to my office*" 

ROSENBERG gets ups 

"Good-bye, sirs*" 

He leaves* Nobody stops him* 

On the street, he buys an evening paper* He sees the picture 
of DAVID GREENGIASS and learns that his brother-in-law has been lagprisoned* 

ROSENBERG goes to see the law^r, then he goes home* One day- 
goes by, two days, three days* Life goes on* Every morning, he goes to 
his office. Every evening he comes home* It never occurs to him to leave, 
to hide* He has nothing to blame himself for* He knows he is innocent* 

He has confidence in his country's justice. 


IS It Right? 

Is It ri^t to blame him for not remembering that a quarter of 
a century earlier, in a period when the masters of his country terrorised 
progressive men, as an example to others, had a shoemaker and a fisherman 
executed for a crime they had not committed, accused by the testimony of 
false witnesses? 


- 6 - 


Csn one reproach htni for not thinking of SACCO and VANZETTX? 
OTp even no|*© recent, of WIIXIE MACGEE and so many other innocent 
blacks uho were also electrocuted as an ei^anple to others? Can one be 
angry with him for not realt25ing that each time the favored classes of 
his country felt their privileges were being threatened, they defended 
thaaselves by provoking incidents, by false testimonies and by the 
electric chair? lhat they were careful in picking a victim from the 
unions Tfoen they wanted to turn public opinion against the unions, and 
from the blacks ifcen they wanted to stir up race pre^Judice? lhat they 
were careful in choosing their martyrs from among obscure men and 
women, little people, in order to terrartze all the little people? 

No, no one would have the heart to blame HOSESBJEG for not 
thinking that the privileged classes in his country would ever again 
feel they were being threatened# Why should he? Ckie week goes by 
after the visit tran the two weeks, three weeks, and life 

goes on nonsally# 

A month later, on July l6, 1950, JtllilUS ROSENBERG is arrested# 
A short time later, his wife is also arrested. are accused of 

having stolen and sent to the Soviet Uniozi, the secret of the atcndc 
bomb* 

(To be continued). 

* * * 

caption under picture: 

The kiss under handcuffs* — After hearing the death verdict 
and before being returned to their cell, JULIUS and ETHEL 
ROSENBERG embrace. 

****** 

Article on ri^t: (Suamariaed) 

»»Le Grain de Sel” - (The Grain of Salt). Column by 
ANDRE WURMSER containing a Short article wtdch compares 
the ROSENBERG case with the DREIFUS affair, and the SACCO 
and VANZETTI cases. Ihe article continues with anti-^U.S. 
and anti-Fl*ench propaganda. 
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Date : 

To; 

From; 


November 4j 1952 
Director, FBI 
Legat, Paris (65-126) 
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''T 


Subject: mil'S-K0S3I3iiRG 
ESPIONA® - B , 

ffh 

'* Attach^ hereto, as of possible interest to the B^eaujm 
connection Ydth th^^tioned subject, is an origiral le 

nMi/ci r.»TOT!i>l6^RAG3. editor, national Guardian, 17 t-urray 

lif/et. nryo^S York’, to 'the editor, Nations, 150 

Avenue des Champ s~Ely see s , Paris. 


This letter v#as furnished to the Paris office byj 
whose identity is knovfn to the Bureau. 
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7 9 NOV 25 1952 


17 MURRAY STREET • MEW YOR»' 7, NEW YORK • WOrth 4-1/5 


iu^st 21* 19^ 


Sditor, 

^ITyoag d 60 Kattoac 

190 Aretoxe ChB^e-Slys^e® 

Part** Praaca j 


Dear slrt 

The Ifflplicetioae for America and the whole ciwilieed world 
of the caee of Sthel 6 b 4 Joliue Boeenberg, eentenced to death 
for "atom apylng* of which they tot^ly deny any knowledge, are 
fio alarming that we aek you to give careful consider^ ion to 
our editorial etatement (encloeed) ta*l^ we aakt Is this the 
Dreyfus Case of coldrwar America! 

Beginning this we^ (first article also enclosed) the 

OCASDIAR wUl bring out the facts in ^ 

tinuing until the Bosenhergs* appeal, to he heard la the late 

gntoah* 

If a tarrl^l# Injustice setting a oalamltouB precedent is 
to 'be arsrtedt tbe widest publicity for tbese facts Is essentlali 

Tours jrerJ^ iv(^_ 


/ Tours jroiy trw. 

Csdrio Borage, 
Editor 
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ALL INFO--:/ : "• 

HEREIN UriCLftSSlflLO . . 






FEDERAL BUREAU OF IKVESTIGATIOH 




URITED STATES DEPi 


)P JUSTICE 




NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
NOTEMPER 10, 1952 


Tranwait the following Teletype meeeage to: BUREAU 

JULIUS^^SN BSB G . ESP DkSH K* AUSA , jClLSHEIHEB ADVISED ^ 2S^- 

L 

EMaNUEL BLOCH TELEPHONICaLLY aSKED HIM IF HE HiyD COPIE 


THEM TO HIS EXPERTS FOR AH OPIWIOH* THE BUREAU IS ADVISED THAT 


EXHIBIT HUMBER EIGHT IS a CROSS SECTION OP THE A TPM BOMB AND WAS 



r.^VID 0REEIIC:T..i' SS AUr W COPIED 0^ THESE SKETCHES WERE 


IS SUGGESTED THAT THE DEPARTMENT AND THE AEG 3S ADVISED OF THE 


FOREGOING > IT IS BELIEVED TIiAT IT IS BLOCH *S INTENTION TO SECl 









Belmont 


Asalatant Attorney Genorel 
Charles B* Murray 


Hoveaber 13 # 195^ 


<, i 


Dir*oto», m 

JULIUS R03SiiK>£F.G» •t aX. 







^ - ^ *to 10# last# Assistant OnltaA States 

Attorney iisBes Kllshelmer# or the Southern Ptstriet of 
Saw York# adrlsed our law York offloe that Emanuel Blooh# 
attorney for the Boaenbergs# had oontaeted him and requested 
eopiea of Government exhiblta 2#6#7 end 6 In the Rosenberg 
eaee« Blooh stated he wiehed eopiea of thaae axhlblta ao 
that ha e<mld present them to hla experts for an opinion* 


For your Information axhlblta 2#6 astd 7 aro 
akatehas of tha highly exploalva lana mold prapared ty 
David Graenglaaa* Bshlblt no. 8 la a drawing of the cross 
aeotlon of the atom boitb drawn by Oreenglass and was !©• 
pounded at tha trial by ordar of tha trial Judge, Irving J* 


Kaufman# 


The above la balng brought to your attantton alnca 
it may ba Blooh^s intention to aeeixre copies of these ex- 
hlbits for examination by aelentlsta with the view of securing 
testimony from the solentlsts that the Information furnished 
by Greenglass# as represented by these exhibit^ was of no 
value, and thereafter to utlllta such testimony In the future 
In possible aopllcatlohs for correction of sentence or for 
elemency on behalf of the Rosenbergs. It ahould be noted 
that these exhibits are in the custody of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court# 


The Atoiftlc Energy Comalaslon la being advised 
of Bloch^s request# 

The above la fumlahed for your information# 
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65-56263 


P^tmi 


TOJ 


Sub j«et t 


iovaab«r X3« X952 

Captain Jobn A> Vatara 
Piraetor of Saonrltf 
Atc»Blc Snargy Conlaalon 
Room 8 o5B 

333 Third Straat* »•«. 
Vaahlngton# 1>« C« 

itAak Bdgar Boovar# Plraetov 
Fadaral Biaraan of Invaatigatlon 


v 9 ». 
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Aa you ara probably airara^ applications by 
tha Hosanbarga to tha Si 4 >raBxa Court to rarlaw thalr 
convictions were denied. At tha praaant time tba 
Rosanbergs have a new application pending before the 
Supreme Court for a review of thalr ease. 

This Bureau has bean racantly advlsad that 
tha attorney for the Hosanbarga has made a request to 
tha United States Attomay*a Office In Haw fork for 
copies of Government exhiblte and o* For JTour 

^xiforiaiitlon exhibits 2# 6 and 7 are slcetches of tha 
highly axploslva Ians mold drawn by Pavld Craanglasa, « 
^diieh wara placed In avldmcica durl^ng tha trial* Ex^bltP 
6 la a drawing of a cross section of tha atom bomb . ^ g 
akatchad by Graonglaas idiich was Impounded during the ^ 
trial by ordar of tha trial Judga^ Irving y* Kaufman*^ 


A.- 

o 




Tlu «bov* la baiag brongtat to your attention 
alnea It nay ba the Intention of the attorney fbr tto _ 
Boaenberga to aaoura ooplaa of thoao ezblblta for o i ta w l ^ 
nation by aolentiata with the elevi of eecorlng teettmony 
fron them that tha infonaatlMi fumlahed by Greenglaes, aa 
rapreaentad by thaaa a:diilblta( waa ,no .tlfiJ-UO* •!* the 

ALP»mrp:J<lVj(t) ‘ '■ BOV 17, 195;^^- 

■ : :^ i rnrTTY: i iirtfn':i'tjnH , rrvBBrirtrr-t frt^ *^g. 

Hi ^ 1 jr 
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•T«nt thd «pp«eX bafor« tha Suprena Court is unsuecasafuXt ' 
tha attomay vill probably antfaavor to utlllaa auch taatl- ' 
noaj aa tba baa la Tor an application Tor oXanaaoy or a 
oorraatiott of taatanaa on bahalf of tha Roaanbarga* 

Tha Crialnal PlTlaioa of tha Papartnant of 
^atloa haa baan adTlaad of tha abora* 

thla la for your oonfldantlal information* 
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r jirronMATio/r - cotr. 


10 • ifr. Bolmont 


Aooitiant AUoruoii Otntral 
Chariot B. Murray 


tovomhor 17, 196S 


Birootar, IBI 


BATIOBAL COMMITTSS TO SSCmB 
JOSTICS JM T8S MOSMBBSM CASS 
ZMTSSMAl sscosxrr • S -p- 


/ «-» 3 /; 


^ ^ V 



Thort art hotag trawitUS horomtth j^r your 

taforuaBton a pamphlo* 

•Mt a fhoAoaJat o/ a pau^lot 

by AbrahaM Cronhach, »kloh bBing 

Uir by BubjBgi »rgMt*^tton^ 


Cr^nhach 



Aoeording to an infprmant b9lUv0^Pli9b^ 
o rahbiu bgyj^ ppn TBpcrUd 9$ c 

(lOQ^reaere) 


XtiachMAt 


^ 00 ^> 367 B 3 S 
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RE I JtyUTyS^EOSEHBEBG# •t ^ 


s:r4i/;s.8 --.ss•4•sr«^ss ?s:$; 

Supr^« Court* • 


RM*atl 7 th« following 
«•• *d<5r«*«od to th« Chlof J««tloo of tho tmito* 8t»t ■ 

Sttpr am# Court * ^ 

mr» /ro’tffv tn^TTCE Stli^^E^'E.COOTT WASHIUCT'^J^^ 

vf^FOrill IV - 

sk^nXNCE CARPJET 013T 


Vj 


CAF.BEK ARt' MOVU-^ SGLICIIORS SOHO E(,nABE LCKt-OH" 


VO would opprocUtailSLbolnf ody.^sj^ , 9 ? 
„tion owollobl. ^ .'I 

cc - a - Legal AttaX/^ 

London, England 


..‘l-fi’ii,. u« 

«€ • 1 Kr« Bol»ont 


©« •»!• Forolgn Sorrlco Dotk 
APtiorpt jdb^) ' 

. (f 


CtesHM ^^^£!££^£0:^J^ ^ I 
Bedassi^ «a: OftM /o/^^K 



R£c; 


V. 






« A«* OR CORTAtREO i 

.AsmiED Except ^ 

I^HTRE SttO^S CTHOTi^SE* 


o&l 









liBtt IM « nuaun ctWMi (W 
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*vi|veAiitj«f/ci(eioo ' ^ .. 

' •« - cw»«i ttntr m Mcur » » tiM 
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««ii eMmr emamct nMn nui mt mitr ntr 
• witiiew jurrier mwoinr mu nu, turn tr 
“woct CAnro ow 

eAtosrs Mt »ov^^^:|to8s $oro sows tm w 
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Office Memorandum • 


TO 


UNITED STATES GOVEIqt 

DATE: fforember 


: Mr* J.*^^ Hoorer^ Director 
F« fi* I* • Translation Section 

S. ^ Ax^retta -• Adninietrative Aeslstant Attorney General 
v^C9^eBpowhaB^ i^tlon - Room 6112 


rx' 

1 


Ju i / ghss^.'dSy.'.'- •■/ . / 
ttie ^ta<5ie^ iett^Mof 


A tranij 


Octo 


ij!^ 


. A« Segal et all 
Faria, France 

vill te i^preciated^ 



Ur. T^son 
Ur. Imad .. 


Mr. 

Mr. Gindin 

^3^2’ 

_T. R'.•^ien 

Ur» Traey 

Mr. I-aujfUiu 

Mr. M.>hr 

Mr. Waiterrowd, 
T*4r. Room 
Mr. Uf^tomAOL — 

UjM 

' ‘ — 




^ V' 


A. 


!X 


i 


cv 


REC6R9ED-70 

_ SE -6 


H 




MOV-f I8S2 

■‘/r^ 












I Mr, A. Andretta • Adadnlstr^itive Assistant lioveraber 13, 1952 

^ ’ Attorney General (Corresponr.enco Section - Room 6112) 

rirector, FPT 


A» Segal et all 
Paris, France 


IfBCQmiD . ft ' - /-o O 

Attached is the translation ehi 

19 $ 2 , 


ehich you requested by letter dated 


The foreign language aaterial i» being returned herewith. 
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Enciyaire 


T-lUiSU 
DFC; jen ^ 







TRAWFUTTOW FROM FRKNCH 


P&rl8 October 22, 1952 


Mr. Attorney OenereX of the tarn Court of V&ehlngton 

In the l6tb District of P&rle, some Bothers of fa&lXles 
■et together et the time of the opening of schools, and they thought 
Blth great sorrov concerning the fate of ^e two children of JULES 
and of 27HEL ROLEHBERO. 

They are appealing to the Aaerican people's sense of Justice 
and humanity, so that the horror of this execution may be avoided. 

Ife, French Bothers, believe — that after having lived 
through the horrors of war on our soil, when so many children have become 
orphans owing to the frightful HITLER racial persecution, when today 
so many children are still dying or losing their parents owing to the 
wars It Is Imposelble to think that the American people will want to 
add two xaore Innocent victims to the already too long list of child 
martyrs. 


hope] 


Allow u8, Mr* Attorney General, to express to you our firs 

(Bighed) l^OWTRE orJfaSnTRE, 

jjraANCIEZ df^RANECEZ, J^dtlARPEOH, 

R>jfci<(cae£EL; ^^mPAUE. 


(Translator'e notei correctness of above names is questioned.) 

The envelope was posted in 17th District ) 
of Paris, on 10/27/52, and bore no re- ) 
turn addrees. > ) 


TRANSLATED BY* 

TX)L0RES F. CRAWFORDjJen'^v w 
November 12, 1952 . , 
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Office 

MR* A* H* 

TO } 

PROM : 

UR* 0* S* ^ENNili 

SUBJECT: 

6) 

JirilUS ROSENBERG 
ETMEL*ROSENBERG 
ESFIONAGE - R 


cu 



DATE: November 21, 1952 




To looi;, 


' Ci *•:. 

itor.T 

Toie. '•«> 


Supervisor Scott Hiller, New York Office, called 
at 11:40 a^rrim, November 21» He advised that Judge Kaufman 
had just signed the Circuit Court mandate in this case end 
had set the date of execution for Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 
for the week coimenoing January 12, 1953* Supervisor 
Miller advised that since executions in New York State 
are invariably effected on Thursday nights, in all 
probability the executions will be on January 15, 1953* 
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ACTION: 


For your information* 






CrANOAItO FOWM NO, 64 


Office Alemorandum 


TO 


D. M. LADJ) 



from I a. M. BEUJ 


SUBJECT: JULIUS~'ROSENBERGs et al 
ESPIONAGE - R 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE: November 27, 1952 


n)laon_ 

Uda 


The Washington Field Office called at 
approximately $:2S P. U* today to advise that they had 
just learned that the Supreme Court had denied the 
application of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and Morton 
Sobell for a rehearing of their petition for a writ of 
certiorari^ ^ 

According to the Washington Field Office, 
it is their understanding that Justice Frankfurter has 
written a separate opinion on the decision* 

On October 13, 1952, the Supreme Court denied 
to the subjects their petition for a writ of certiorari* 
On October 15, 1952, the Supreme Court granted the 
subjects a delay of 15 days for filing an applicati on 
for a rehearing of their petition* This was filed and 
has been before the Supreme Court since October 30, 1952* 
The decision of the Court rendered today leaves the 
Rosenbergs and Sobell without any further legal recourse 
except an application to the President for a commutation 
of sentence* 




_ _ 

hATtX- 

__ 

I tn x 


ACTION: 
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This is submitted for your informtion* 


CoP^f 




.J'itc X'S 




I . 


Nov.'jtfe- mf 




Crs-VIOAIIO Pl>kM NO. 64 


Office Memorandum 


% 


TO 

FROM 


m 


. Z). 
. A. 


SUBJECT: JULIUS HOSEMmG; 

ETHEL ROSENBERG 
ESPIOHAGE - R 



• UNITED TTATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE; November 13, 1952 




f 


G I. R. -8 


PURPOSE 



To c onsider any factors in i o cL jQ.a,jg e 
which mighT^end~fo '''mt^gdte the 'off ense 'of Ethel and 
^lius Boo e fiL'erd" ' wKicli' 'could he fu r n i s He d' 't‘o r < 3 j) r jate 

glverr^^eni^Mfj.^^ bureau ^ds ^request 


EETAILS 


fy) 


/ 

c , 
- 


45 you are aware, the Rosenbergs were convicted as 
Soviet espionage agents in the Southern District of New Xork 
and were sentenced to death by Federal Judge Irving Kaufman 
on April 5, 1951* Their convictions were appealed to the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, 
which Court unanimously affirmed their convictions on November 
15, i95i. The United States Supreme Court denied a petition 
of the Rosenbergs for a writ of certiorari on October 13, 

1952 ^ The Supreme C^urt also denied their application for a 
rehearing onN ovemSe t~'T> 2 s .iG52 * ' '""’N o further 1 egal recourse" 

i ^bel i e ye'd a vail able th . . ike.. Mo s e.nbjs TDQ ^ e.^ c e ft ah'' d ppl i cation 

to the Presid ent for commutation of their sentence 9 ( \J ) 

As you are also aware, there ha^s been a concerted 
P ropaganda eff ort on th pa r t of ce rtain so-called pro • 

Liberal elementk ^nd ik 9 JS!l.fpmmuhiht elements to put pressure 
^ n.t.he Mttprney GeneTal..in'd 'the' President to save ihe 
fU qsenbergs^ This effort will undoubtedly increase in view, j 
of the recent Supreme Court action^ , ( ' 


f f f^DBSEE VATIONS 
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^ ■■ 


by 

Dectoify on: 

A review of this case fails to reveal any 
cifoumstahces which could be considered by 

prese?it tim.e in ' 

w e igh i hg a plea fo r ci^en'cy ' on behalf of the Rosenberg/ 


A.? 


K.‘ ^ 


APLtawn 


Classified 
Cxem{)t firotn 




( 





gS tBSt 








Investigation in this case discloses that 
\R psenber g was the ope fat ing head of a Targe espionage 
r Js personaiivTM nd'IiKQ^Tth\e.r.ejifinTino'^^o^^^^^ . and 

coTleoting of d ata* He , and his w ife ha ve been ^ 
c ompletely ut^oo operative since the inception of this 
case and ih~tKe limited interviews permitted by them 
■rhey have denied espionage activities in all respects* 

investigation 




^sufficient pro of, pTTrt icularly di'Td' the hat are 
anc zdey^^fy of classified material made available to the 
Soviets by the above individuals, have rendered their prose-- 
cution under the Federal Espionage Statutes impossible* It 
® complete disclosure by the Hosenbergs as to 
t he ope r at ion s their network would supply the necessary 
mtSi ^ingTTinTfs^T b enable successful prosecution. However, 
i n., view pf_ their unc 'ooperative^.attitude, it is felt that 
‘no factors ex ist which would Justify them being given any 


q 2 emencu* 
ACTION 


(p^ li 


future 


None, 

use. 


This is f or. .uou r_d'n formation for possible 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


Xo. 111. — ^October Term, 1952. 


Julius Rosenberg and Ethel 
Rosenberg, Petitioners, 

V. 

The United States of America. 


On Writ of Certiorari 
to the United States 
Court of Appeals for 
the Second Circuit. 


[Xovember 17, 1952.] 

Mr. Justice Fraxkfurter. 

Petitioners are under death sentence, and it is not un- 
reasonable to feel that before life is taken review should 
be open in the highest court of the society which has con- 
demned them. Such right of review was the law of the 
land for twenty years. By § 6 of the Act of February 6, 
1889, 25 Stat. 655, 650, convictions in capital cases arising 
under federal statutes were appealable here. But in 1911 
Congress abolished the appeal as of right, and since then 
death sentences have come here only under the same con- 
ditions that apply to any criminal conviction in a federal 
court. (§1 128, 23$, 240 and 241 of the Judicial Code, 
36 Stat. 1087, 1133, 1157.) 

The Courts of Appeals are charged by Congress with 
the duty of reviewing all criminal convictions. These are 
courts of great authority and corresponding responsibil- 
ity. The Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit was 
deeply conscious of its responsibility in this case. Speak- 
ing through Judge Frank it said: ‘‘Since two of the de- 
fendants must be put to death if the judgments stand, 
it goes without saying that w'e have scrutinized the record 
with extraordinary care to see whether it contains any of 
the errors asserted on this appeal.” 195 F. 2d 583, 590. 

After further consideration, the Court has adhered to 
its denial of this petition for certiorari. Misconception 
regarding the meaning of such a denial persists despite 
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2 ROSEXBERG r. UNITED STATES. 

repeated attempts at explanation. It means, and all that 
it means is, that there were not four members of the Court 
to whom the grounds on which the decision of the Court 
of Appeals W’as challenged seemed sufficiently important 
when judged by the standards governing the issue of the 
discretionary writ of. certiorari. It also deserves to be 
repeated that the effective administration of justice pre- 
cludes this Court from giving reasons, however briefly, 
for its denial of a petition for certiorari. I have here- 
tofore explained the reasons that for me also militate 
against noting individual votes when a petition for cer- 
tiorari is denied. See Chemical & Trust Bank Co, v. 
Group of Institutional Investors, 343 U. S. 9S2. 

Numerous grounds were urged in support of this peti- 
tion for certiorari; the petition for rehearing raised five 
additional questions. So far as these questions come 
within the power of this Court to adjudicate, I do not, 
of course , imply any opinion •■:pon them. One of the 
questions, however, first raised in the petition for rehear- 
ing, is beyond the scope of the authority of this Court, 
and I deem it appropriate to say so. A sentence imposed 
by a United States district court, even though it be a 
death sentence, is not within the power of this Court 
to revise. 


m » 


'£pr,m Court of (he Vniied 

Meworatuiwwj 


194 — 


1 RoseiiTcerg 

2 sobell V. U- S. 

THe motion for leave to file brief of 

r. «. E. B. DuBois )»i>d others as S»i£i 

urlae is denied. The petitions for 

Memorandum filed 

•ehearing are denied* 

,y Mr. Justice Frankfurter in # lU- 

Mr. Justice Black adheres to his viev that 

the petitions for certiorari should he 
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' THE SVPXEHE COOBT UFUSEB TO lECOMSIBER ITS RECENT ACTION ROOHINC 

f LlOS ANB ETHEL ROSENBERG TO THE ELECTRIC CHAIR AS ATONIC SHIES. 

11/17— JEliSOR 




CAIE 







WASHINGTON CITY NEWS SERVICE 


0 ^ 


Mr, Tolso n^ 

Mr. Ladd 

Mr. Nichols^ 
Mr. Belnont^ 
Mr. Clegg 
Mr. Glavin^ 

Mr, Harbo 

Mr, Rosen 
Mr, Tracy 


Mr, Laughlin„ 
Mr, Mohr 


Mr, Wlnterrov d ^ 
Tale. Roo m 
Mr, Holloma n 
Miee Gand y 





r t 



iK ANB A lAtr VBILC TK£1A APPEAL 5®?in ott ix 

m SUKEME COIHT OllCINALLY JEJECTED THE j|^,|fi*H®TMt*cSu»LE*Cofili’* 

^FtSe nc^?»nwno5ViTs“cTioK 

^ loMY®S^)lcTl5“»OB^W>T“icEsiA*IE““^^^ oIIt*TIIE UST MOM «F THE 

COllw^CTIO«/AtUCIi8l THAT THEIH HiEHYS lift HOT HECEIYE A FAU 

HOSEHHEHCS ALSO COULH AFFEAL TO FAESIOEHT THOMAH TO.COMHUTE THE 
^iS l»WWpf0 lECOHSiOEt ITS EARLIEH ACTIW. THE ^^nOStwmUSQt 

s^iuiBTOi.swiio a!!!!?”S,’8rlFSf!£ i«R“ " 


(lOM SIXTH ATE. }HEV YOIK. THE FETITION ASKED 
KKHtSSiw'fo FILE riHir IH fHICH IT HAS Ah2uED THAT THE HOSEHBEAOS 


THE KOSEHHEXG CASE 


‘^l*''^UEcflD^H*A#FEAL FOK KEC0H5IHE1AT1OH FIUD AT MORTOH SODELL, 
mo^BlEH A ^YIAR FRISW TERN AS AN ACCOHFLICE OF THE tOSEMBERCS. * 
THE ROSeIwERCS HAD SODCHT RECONSIDERATION OF THE EARLIER SWRENE 
CDIIfiT ACTION ON CAODIIDS THAT THE DEATH SENTENCES •OUTAACE DECENCY AND 
OPTEND CIYILI2ED CONCEPTS OP PAID PLAY- POUNDED AS THEY VEDE ON 
WTmALLY VNTRHS* FACTS AHD EXTRATAcXhT ^®**^*®® 


ALL INFORMATiOM r.0''TAIMED 
HEREIN IS UNaf^^oiFICD 


\ 


WASHINGTON CITY NEWS SERVICE 


AIR- TEL 







« AIR-TEL^^ H ] 
FEDERAL BUB!^ OF INVESTIGATION 




UNITED STATES DEPARTUEHT OF JUSTICE 

rrs^ p je^.^ - -y rt IT"^ ■ 

'iij 


11/2X/ 
NEW y 



ii mmm 

TrAnsmH the following Teletype oteeeage to; BUREAU - URGENT 

JULIV^OSENBEBO, ET AL; ES DASH R. JDDGE IRVING KA 
TODAY SKRtED ORDERS ON MANDATES IN CASES OP ROSENBERG 

I ■'i ./ 

SOBELt. JDDGE KADPMAN FIXED DATE OP EXECUTION OP ROSENBERGS 'I 

DDRING THE WE^ OP JANUARY TWELVE, FIFTY THREE. HEARING BEFORE ' 

JUDGE EDWARD WEINFELD ON STAY AGAINST AG FROM REMOVING SOBELL 

HEARD THIS MORNING. AFTER ARGUMENT BY MEIER AND . x / 

Aet) y ^ I 

AUSA KILSHEIMER, WEINPELD CONTIKUED THE STAY UNTIL MIDNIGH®^ ' / 

NOVEMBER TWENTY FIVE NEXT, WEINPELD STATED THAT HE CONSIDERED 
HIS STAY IN THE GUISE OP A WRIT OP HABEAS CORPUS AD 
TESTIFICANDUM. MEYER STATED THAT HE WOULD OBTAIN AH ORDER 
TO SHOW CAUSE BASED ON A PETITION ON THE TWENTY FIFTH TO COMMENCE 
PROCEEDINGS UNDER SECTION TWO TWO FIVE FIVE. KILSHEIMER ADVISED 
THAT BLOCH WOULD PILE HIS PROCEEDINGS UNDER WO TWO FIVE FIVE 


ON THE TWENTY FOURTH NEXT. MRS. TESSIE AND RUTH GREEN GLASS 
HAVE ADVISED TEAT RUTH AND BERNARD GREENGLASS WILL VISIT DAVID 


. / 


/ 


AT LEWISBURG ON THE TWENTY SECOND. BERNARD HAS ADVISED THAT 
HE WILL ASK DAVID WHETHER HE HAD BEEN COACHED OR HIS MEMORY 
REFRESHED BY ANY PERSON IN THE GOVERNMENT. BERNARD KNOWS THAT 


1 - NY 100-37158 

JAHtMZM (#6) 
65-153U8 




-.9|_4.5i.sr 3 

N0/ 24lcgf« 7 ' 



/ 




7 4 ^4 1-5^elal Agent in Charge 


Sent. 


Per. 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIOATIOK 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: 

THIS HAS NOT HAPPENED BUT WHEN HE RETURNS ON MONDAY THE 
TWENTY FOURTH HE INTENDS TO TELL DAVID ROSENBERG AND EMANUEL 
BLOCH OP DAVID’S STATEMENT. HE ADVISED THAT HE WILL THEN 
INSIST TO DAVID ROSENBERG AND BLOCH THAT JULIUS AND ETHEL 

WERE GUILTY AND THAT THEY SHOULD COOPERATE. BERNARD WILL LATER 

* 

VISIT ETHEL IN SING SING AND TELL HER THE SAME. BERNARD WILL 
BE INTERVIEWED ON MONDAY BEFORE HE SPEAKS WITH BLOCH. 
SURVEILLANCES ON FIVE SUBJECTS TO DATE HAS SHOWN NO UNUSUAL 
CONTACTS OR ACTIVITY. IN VIEW OP FACT THAT SOBELL CANNOT BE 
MOVED FOR AT LEAST ANOTHER WEEK, AND IN VIEW OP INTENDED 
ACTIONS ON THE TWO TWO FIVE FIVE BY BLOCH AND MEYER, UACB 
SURVEILLANCES WILL BE DISCONTINUED AS OP MIDNIGHT, NOVEMBER 
TWENTY TWO. 



Approved: 


Sent H Per. 


Special Agent in Charge. 


M. 


the foreign service 
OF the 

UNITED STATES OF AM^ICA 

.^erican 

2 Avenue Gabriel 
Paris *8, France 


- AIR COGKIiia 


Date; Noveniber 20, 1952 

To; Director, FBI (65-59312) 

From; ’ Legat, Paris (65-126) 

Sub j ect ; JULIUS^OSiil^IBillG 

BSPICNAGB - R 






a/; ' 




% 


As of possible interest to the Bureau, there attached 
hereto c^Aipings from the , 11/14/52 and U/19/52 issues o>>i^Humanite, 
Communist newspaper in Paris, reflecting a portion of the c^paign 
in the Party press in Paris '*to save the ROSii3’3Bi3P.GS.’^ It will be 
noteci that the article in the issue for 11 / 14/52 was vnritten by 

Attachment 
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ijJiaOSUIliiS TO TH^ BlRilU: 


Newspaper clippings from U/ 14/52 and 11/19/52 issues of 
L*Humanite, 

Re: JULIUS CONTAINED 

LSPIOUAG. - R HtKJN bUl. 


Bufile 65 - 59312 ) 
Paris file 65-126 
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PLUS QUE QUELQUES JOURS 

pour sauver les 

ROSENBERG 

UN PRESSANT APPEL DE PICASSO 

ntTfikni M mu 4 fMre : o4 *0® tat ®nn4e dapuix jMrfcs At dt«x» fcia, n *#t 

JiHlua Rowiber^. devrait 

twarMf tcnit* la prtwn : ft pourtmJt <wQt«ai^*r _.l. ..... . — 

ertolnate *1 aMnwt 
4 «Bf<nDar omdc Qtd l »w » w i t la -wort at U 
(iMrrtk, «aua «b 1 vvidaot la pate* 

La Tl« d’Sthat «t At JttflTM ItoMatbarv Mp«nA 
4*Qaa dAdaloa 4a Tnsmaa • II paut 
» 4«a4 UBxiiaau <1« tr«&t« Joun, aalt •eco^ 

Ate la arte*. Mit la xttvmtt. B’tt rafaaa, donai 


Um* ^^roaWma T Na W ex’**"* **• *• 

dMiriffi 4a tabrt«|i>« la boaba B . 

(Mia P*l^ •/ 

KCASSO lANCE '"" UN 
ATJX INTELLBO 
TUBLS DE FRAN CE ET W 
MONDE ENTTER : ^ 

c SAUVEZ LES ROSEN- 
berg ! LES HEURES 
COMPTENT, LES MINUTES 
COMPTEINT. NE LAKSONS 
PAS CX)MMErrTRE CE CR IME 
CJONTRB L’HUMANITE ! > 
PICASSO 











Le dernier message .^^Ilfautsau- 
de Paul £LUARD : r /• 

/u * ( MS et 
d’Ethel Rosenberg. La justice et la 
Paix I’exigent. Je ne peux pas croire 
que nous tous, nous n'obtenions 
pas leur grace ”, 


Pius qiie quelques jours 

pour sauver les Rosenberg 





fSalf* de to }>r*a»tor* 

nourtr* Uni d*uii« mlr« 
d« dettt aufuta^promlM la 
I'CltalM (II«ctrlqu« aou* la aaul pr4- 
Itazta qu*al)a a dtd la a aoutian 
[man] > da aon marl, n'aat paa 
[pour arrfttar laa maurtrlan da 
^Uat da mArea. da taut d'aafaota 
^eoraaaa. 

;] Dana la boueha dat dlrtgraatita 
Waab>«iBt<H» flaurtaaant fc fot- 
'4i aon laa mou da « morala, da dl- 
nlti hujmiiina, da libarti », maJa 
hurt malat aoot dijd ptalnaa du 
aaag da WiUlt Mae Oaa. dai 
Noira da MartlnovUla. das hibda 
jaunaa da C«4a. at ptnirquoi paa, 
aten, auasi da daw ddmoeraiaa 
)utfa T L« halna raciala at Vbits- 
tiria « MSitlreutra a.aa mOant 
daisalaAoncart haclate qui tODoa- 
]i WaabinftoB, at tfttX poai^uid 
tovtaa Ms cralntao sout pannisaa,. 
c'aat pwrquo) la via das Roaan* 
barr.aot d tal polat meQacia, 
Pour laa dirlsaaota smirlealoa 
t'aaaaaalaat daa Roaanbaiv a'aat 
paa aaulanaat daatind i aanetiozt* , 
aar d I’lutdrisur daa Stats'l/Ala 
rtnatauratlOB da mdtbodes poll- 
eidraa quI ne dlffdraot dua par 
daa ddtaib da forma daa mdtbo- 
daa ltitl<na&oao.lCat aaaiaalDat, 
pour WaabInKtofc, dolt doeoar ' 
daaa k moada oceldaatal la at* 
real d'una tairaur radoubba eoo- 
tra laa pairtloaos da la paU. contra 
totM laa eoatnutictauM da la 
cataatropbtqua poUUqoa atlanti* 
qua, eontra tooa caux qol oea- 
raiant padfdrar an autra daatin 


qua ealn] qsi a AU rAaarvd aux 
eobayaa daxpdrlanea daa Uaa 
d’Entvatok. 

\Davant caux quliorrifla la 
molt par las armaa atomiquaa, 
la foovarnemant amdricaia fait 
mlrottar una autra mort : la 
chsJaa dlaotliqua 
Caat pourquol tt Caut am^ar 
las Roaanbarg 4 la mort. St ea:a 
B’aat pomlbia qua at antra Tr\r 
man at la boarttau aa draaaa la 
mur d'una fonnldabla protaaU' 
tion moodlala. Slla saula Mut 
ampAcbar qua aolt donna la 
ainal, Slla aaula pant Impoaar la 
grkot. 81 catta proteataticm va- 
oalt 4 maaquar, SUtai at Jutlua 
Roaenbarg montaralaot . blantbt 
Mr la ebalaa dlactiiqua, ampor* 
tut, dana laur mort, la boabaor 
da laura anfaabt, at auaal on 
fragmaat da aoa aopolra ^a polx. 


LK ssootms popciJiaiiK 

PSAMCAIB a’dltva eoatre bk 
dddaliMi da la Oonr Saprdma 
qu) a radetd la raeoura eat 
ftkos daa Apoax Soaanbari’ at 
appeila toua aaa adMirmta at 
amla 4 Ac rife tmmAdlatament 
H parsanadlamaat an prAaK 
daot Tniman. Malaon Hon-^ 
eba, H'aSlihiiton (KtAta>Vnla) 
pour rActamer In (rdca daa 
.faaooaata. 


FfotodtoHewt de Frbaet^ 

Vb>t tmvaya das tAtignimmea 4 
t^mnuw. damandsot la grtea 4<a 
Baaaabarf at la rAvtataa du ora* 
ada s la aaraannaf admialstrstir da 
la malria da VUlaJolf; aa graupa 
d’dtndlasli d’ssalsM at sllemsiMla 
da la SarMnna: la edlola earn- 
maairta tafeat, da arrandls-t 
la saeltaa srndlaala C.O.T. das 
sMiera da I* B.A.T.r. da Cbalsy, 
ata. 

de meede MPIdf 

Las dlx*nent syndiaats afttUSa 
an Cansatl dinactaUaoa des Dratta 
d'AastaaUa sa asat anfacdt 4 
« saataair plalbaioeat la totte pauc 
Is rdvUias da araeAs XaseBbarc ». 
! Ao Caasda, I'Orgaalsatlsa das 
' Irndleats > aalflAs das sovrlara 
> Asetricleas' a adrsasd 4 Trumaa 


aaa rdaalstlaa damandsat In rdvU 
slaa da procAa « davMt on triba-* 
aal scanpt d’brstAHa aatteooianu* 
aista at betllcista •. La Uiaa poor 
las Droits Ddmarrallqaas a nppald 
la paopla eansdiaa 4 taut falra 
aanr saovar (a via das Rossabarx. 
L'bBlsn dss Dratts Clvlqaes da 
Tsaanta a srfaniad tusa eampnvaa 
da pratastatlan. 

« Po«r to* •iifonH 
fto dAfMMitod, e* firpir 
comm* »1 on •xieoloH 
•ncorn mm fols 
lonrt poroatfM. » 

Dana una lattrt Amounmta, oa 
da noa lactaura, Simon Borueho- 
wtca, nous Acrit t « Comma daa 
oiUUata da panoonaa, te sola 
avee antolaaa la maieha daa AviA' 
nameata oaneemant Im Boaaiv 
berg. 81 ja aula partlcnUAramant 
annoIaaA, e'cat paut^Atra auaal 
parea qua tnaa p>ranta ao&t 
marts dans las camps comma di> 
porlAs raciaux... B'iu exAcuialent 
las Bosanbarg.'la panne qua poor 
laa aafanta da dAi^rtAa ea aarmit 
comma at on axAcutatt ancora una 
fols laa ^resU da 1*110 d*antra 
aiuO Due lea tnAmaa eampa par 
laa mdmaa taotnibaa.. * 

L*}ndto«citIon 4«« 

X/UnlOB das Pammaa Pranqal- 
sas a adreaaA 4 Truman U'lattr* 
auivanta : 

a L’indlgnatlon daa fammaa aat 
gruda daamnt la ra|^ par ta 
Cour SuprAma du pou vut 'd'Ethat 
at Julius Roaanbarf. 

a 4a nom da la justlaa, an nom - 
des pTincipas da HbartA donl vo» 
tra xoavaraamant ptAtand aa r^ 
ctamer, nous voua damandoaa da 
fraclar ca ooupla doat la asul eii> 
ma eat ds voulolr la palx 
« Vous asul pouvaa malntanaat 
ampAchsr I’exacuUao das Rosam- 
' berg- Vous aaul pouraa ampAchar 
catta injuattea monatniauM qol 
rappatlatalt trap dsns Is ecaur 
das hommaa at daa fammaa da 
BOtre paya daa mAthodes qaa 
nous paoaioiia na plus aonoaltra 

I at qua aoua avous vApuaa aoua 
I’oceupatloB bUlArlanoAl. 

a Cast pourquol ITIbIob das 
Fammaa FmneaSsas vous daman*; 
de de sauvar deux vlaa bumalnaa,t 
deux Innocents de Vaffreux aup» 
plica da la chaise AlecUrilqua; da 
D« pas permrtlre qu’ll y alt daux 
patits orpbalina da plua^ > 




r 





1 «ol« htaatMit* it* Gi^ . W fL-, 


par HOWARD FAST 



r*», Douw •dress* cstts l«ttM 

U NB ounpefCM llcctonl* 
^«et j)uu de ('■dierrr. 
et depai* i|urii(iie« ioon 
Os'ig^ Etseohowct esi 

tomme ptdsidest d«* 
Kuu-uoi*. Eo cue (]ii* candidal 
•u Cougfii, dan* uo* ettcoBs* 
cripdpa ouniiie de New>York. 
i'ai ioo< 110 Ml# a<i(f doM en. 
le t*mp»gat iitctanle J* p«ux 
dK«>Jffi CQooaissaace d* cauae, 
MO* aunpapn* 
baoide par u, ,peCTre, d* oidme 
“lue nou* M tn m ** use oaiioft 
buxdi par no apmre, feiui de 
ia_ p}m haute, la plm tecribi* 
isiultuse que det homnn pula* 
cominenw eoren d’auirea 
hoinm** :• rrnfuatic* d'dctea Id- 
Ktlemeoi coodtsMids h aaon 
powr ds) « Crimea » dent lit 
tenc iaacweiiui 

Pm ceuK <pi{ n’appar* 

tCMicai pat endhmneni so 
mouvemem pfogretfiirt* oof par. 

I* dn CM Rateoberg durtat «t- 
I* dlcctioa. L#* asaiaet juive* ^ 
niHrt pay* nxam. dm* teur 
majwlrf, poor Adlai Eteveoson, - 
— « votaai dt mi* aaeitr* h 
caut* d* leur borreur profood* 

Cl tMuibl# du ftadasM «( t 'am- 
ts At TclcBt d* ftidMDe qv’cllM 
a»ai«i ddcrid amouf cTEmo. 
hmre* — out tentd d« (cnnci 
to yen* at |m ofeJIic* devaar 
» moanmeuae « bidnw tohu- 
dee du ou Rosmbers. 

Mai* OB oe pent fmner «« 
mo ct *ta ORilIef dmei mi ' 
tpectad* cooiaM csiui^i Ml im* 
nuneor conine celle.ri. | juliut 
*t Ethel Rotenberii doncuRot 
et irhi ptpdbe* de now. 

L* date de leu* eafeutioa o'eti 
p/ua. dioiyode <pie de tpielqoet 
amainev Leur {nnocente etr ua 
tot phnbti* I* coo*ri*nce 
d’Mo ooahre cheque jour plu« 
mad d'Aaadrictin*, et }eur mar. 
yr*f e*f uoe Image de la mooife 
* /aadsme dtxtt I'Aitrieuiu* 
d’aujaufd’htti. 

Q uelle eat la figmficatioai 
de I'efhitre Roeeahetg 1 
Beantonp de gena)d>Maf 
ijo* c‘«M raffeire Sacco et Vaa- 
eetti d* ooare temp*. Mat* elk 
diffhte de I’affajr* Sacco et Vaa* 
«rri par de* aspeoa aubiilv 
maie iioMRaiita. Elk eo diffite 
le temp* diffbte. j Alor* 
qiM SeoDo et Vametti ot» M 
mtf I molt ta taot qu’otage* ^ 

(a dame ouetiire at oomme 
aienaeer to innilkun 
**d( caatinuaieni 1 combatue 
tt^ «{gourtti*ecBC*M pour Icon 
droita, juliiu *t Ethel Roaeo^rg 
mmi pramia 1 (a mort es taot 
w’otaget MtwveiocDt de . b 
Paia atodricaia et coauac poor 
maaacer lout ceua oui Inttem 
poor ta peix aus CtxtaAJftta. 
too* teua qoi veuletit aettn fia 


lex^btm d'oiagci nt aacieoM 
i ?" ** toe oondtre da 

toi^ et .grand* AeidricmiM oot 
iU uaauwd* pM b tMchine 
fouvcmemiBul* ; Joha Brooo 
« lei hooiaiei, to martyta d* 
Hayauricet, lea miocut* de Ptech. 
lyWante et cc qat cst n*U daas 
to mtooircf aoua le vocable «t» 
pMidaiiM* de Motile MtC Gui> 
*** **P' ^ Mania*- 

tiilc (Virgiaie) et bcaucoup, 
teauo^ d’aurm. Ce o'etc.pu 
me dm** aouvclte poor la cite. 
* dmgeam* de* Etas-Uij*, 
auvage et bniiale, de prendre 
to atage* et de to metire i 
»wt. Ce ^'il y a de nouveau 
utourd'hui o'**! €^u’i^ a’^i 

t'otaga* du Mauvemeot de la 

f BBXAMINONS rapideoetK 
^ I’anaite Rosenberg. Lui, 

' Juliut, Euit oa motet* «• 
Kl< M4 impliqude 
*0* lafltirt que qu’elle 

W ta femme. lit etvtieor jadis 
^ paitihlemeot er simptosefu 
« quatticr tMvrier ^ 
f^-Yoifc avec leurt dena cn- 
bit*. Ill dtaietu joif*. d’npktiOR* 
ItDgre** ■<(**. meit . pe» comniu- 
^le* pout auteat epToa I* a*. 
At Ila diairiu geo, d’boimftrtf 
.^fde'tendpe*, <t n* t«a{a„ uo 
«t»ord«*Kt ei roorageua aeeu 
<► I bonneur. 

^Mme Roamberg evalt an it*. 

Son oom f tsi, David Gretn- 
Shts. il fttt impliqu^ dan* uo 
iW commit daoi no laboratolre 
tevemeoienttl de b bombe 
J^itpie. tonqo’ii hii arrtrf, 
it te , crouva devam to risque 
«w deuK cto fette, 1(0*1 que 
sC kmme. ^ 

fcieno^aat Bi dei avenx. 0 
appel. comae tvocai, ad re> 

»t du nx>u'»eii>«dt pmgresfif. 
Joho Rogge. ^ Sur qooi, un 
'f. gflce I riiiiervecitMn de 
(t, uo narchf lot ctmclu, 

, term** duquel Greenglatt 
ol rui condamnd qu'g quinie 
^ •» ta femme hit 

IWtee. So dchange, <1 rdaioigp* 

S lat Jotiiu et Ethel Roaenberg 
■cot to dirigeantt d’lm rf- 
u d'etjpan m gfc 
E'otplication eo e<f ettez clal- 
IS. Cfeenglett, espioa, o’avait 
tjci^ valeur de propagande. 

I Bctait rien, ta femme o’drait 
*eo, et ila a'avtteai eucun lies 
k moovemeoi ptogrestiiie. 
tot t* fw fttit marble I no 
igdokur qui avail un misiaoBi 
* cuo^ct* Bvec k moovemait 
irogrrtai^eita chose prit alert 
We groatc vaJeur de propagan* 
e pour le mtoktlre de la « Ju»- 
to *• David Grcenglaat appnr* 
b too tdmoigoage, ** femme 
'•rtk libre. et Jidiu* et Ethel 
ftoeeoberg fuiem condamnd* b 
iawrt 


rules bctanttdldea d* Oitm> 
Be fui ' prodnice cuotni 
emt Aucun lieu, entt* eux « 
to r^erebe* atdatiquet at hit 
nnai* dtabli, muf daiii to pa* 
totok inoaotidlhiu de Gpten. 
Rb*».^Jgt il but dgaleaiein no. 
m que Irviim Saypol, qui eat 
pur et rufi det plus faoeciquet 
^ hatoux teticoQuouaittBa 
a Ankrique, a <i< cboki comiae 
procuteur, tandt qu'iu auu* 
autiromiiiHiiaie, b pm* Irviiqi 
Kaufman, a M rimiti pour pro* 
nooter 1 * ttnicoee de wort. De 
teitr bcDo oo peut ptoeodc* 


to RoMobcTg e/gnent det'docu- 
meab ioidiquam dan* I’affair# 
to thngeaau ottiooaux — ac» 
luellement capriiomidt — du 
Coamuoitte de* Etau* 
lera b janaia llwnaeur 
te Rosenberg d'avoft cu b 
«"ita«c df rbistcr i de leUcs 
fw^wt. fcepeodUoi it esi to 
"‘*•**“1 <*e tematquer «nie I'aR- 
bir# Rnecoberg sktt dboulb 
•« mlatie temf* que le procb 
de* onae dirigetpu do Parti 



qui 


dullu* ROdSNBSRa. 

alani q titundra •• tendtim. 

i mortf au aaurt d# 
^ trantfnrf dani un* eaUu. 
f* «* f» prtaen dt Rint.Sjo(. 

que det bi/t am iugif de* ]ulft; 
« que det i»iili an am *n«oy< 
d autm i b mott. Akui U vieil- 
k technique du Judeorai (iribu- 
fuif), qiM Hitler $ em^o^ 
a M gttliab . b eouvtan en 
Aoktique pat radodmittcatino 
Trutaack 


- — wv ruu 

^mmuoitte. autn obbetif 
®e b perktutioo de* Rosen- 
***»•♦» Pfut-#tre le pin* Inpoe- 
tant. fur de dtoonuer au Mou- 
vemetw de la Paia aBkricaj 0 
qa'en mCme tempt que de* pei- 
oet d'emprtioaaemeot, b pebc 
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THE ROSENBERQ CASE 
By 

The great Ainerican writer, HONARD FAST, author of numerous 
works, among them TOM PAINE and Tormented Heroes (lit*), sent ua this 
letters 


An election campaign has just ended and a few days ago DRICST 
EISENHONER was eleetAd President of the U.S* As a cozigresslonal 
candidate from a labor dLstrlet in New Tork, I played an active role in 
this election campaign* X can say, being fudly acquainted with the 
matter, that it has been a campaign haunted by a spector, in the same 
way as we are a nation haunted by a spector, that of the highest, the 
most terrible injustice that men can coosilt against other ment the 
injustice of being legally condemned to death for •crimes" of idiieh they 
are innocent* 


A few among those who do not belong entirely to the progressive 
movement have talked about the ROSENBERG case during this electi on* The 
Jewish masses of ovr country voting in the main for ADLAX STEVENSON 
and voting this way because of their deep and keen abhorrence of fascism 
and because of the stale smell of fascism whlbh they detected around 
EISENRONER - have tried to close their eyes and ears to the monstrous 
and hideous injustice of the ROSENBERG case* 


But cme cannot close his eyes and ears before a spectacle 
such as this and a clamor such as this* JULIUS and ETHEL BOSENBERO are 
very much with us, and are very close to us* The date of their execution 
is no more than a few weeks removed* Their innocence is a fact which is 
daily penetrating the conscience of an increasing number of Americans, 
and their martyrdom is a picture of the rise of fascism in America today* 


What is the meaning of the ROSQ^BERG case? Many people are 
saying that it is the SACCO and VANZKTTI ease of our time* But it differs 
from the SACCO and VANZETTI case in some subtle, but inportant, aspects* 

It differs just as the time differs. While SACCO and VANZETTI were put 
to death as hostages of the working class and in order to threaten the 
workers should they continue to fl^t too vigorously for their ri^ts, 
JULIUS and ETHEL ROSENBERG are scheduled to die as hostages of tbs 
American Peace Movement and as a threat to all those who are fighting 
for peace in the U*S*, ^pse who want to put an end to American 


imperialist aggression . 

HUltlU isiiiv''"'- 

TRANSJlTa) BIi . 

MIKE OiniOHtbad 7~ ~/ 

December 19» 1952 


Ihe Idea of legal murder and the persecution of hostages is 
an old American practice, and a goodlj number of fine and great 
Americans have been assassinated by the government machine t JOHK BRCfWN 
and his men, the Haymarket martyrs, the miners of Pennsylvania and that 
mhioh has remained designated in memory as the HOLLX MAOaiRE hangingst 
the seven Negroes of Kartlnsville (7irglni&) and many, many others* It 
is nothing new for the ruling class of the U*S,, savage and brutal class 
that it is, to seize hostages and put them to death* The thing idiich 
is new today is that It concerns hostages of the Peace Movement* 

Let us quickly re-examine the ROSENBERG case. He, JULiaS, 
was an unassuming engineer* She has been i«5>licated in the case only 
because she is his wife* They have been living very peacefully and 
simply in a working sectien of New Tork together with their two diildren. 
They were Jews with 'fhe opinions of progressives, but they were not 
coHBiunists to the best of anyone »s knowledge* They were people of honesty 
and principle and they had an unusual and courageous sense of honor* 

Mrs. ROSENBERG had a brother* His name was XftVID OREENGLASS* 

He was implicated in a theft committed in a government at<mi bomb 
laboratory* At the time he was arrested he found himself faced with a 
risk of a very severe penalty, in the same manner as his wife* 

CSEENQUSS confessed* He appealed to JOHK WGGZ, a renegade 
from the progressive movement, to be his attorney. Whereupon, one day, 
thanks to ROGGE* s intervention, a bargain was concluded according to the 
terms of which GREENOIASS was sentenced to only 15 years in prison 

released. In exchange, he testified that JULIUS and 
ETHEL I^SKNHERG were the leaders of an espionage network* 

The e(]q>lan8tlon of this is sufficiently clear* CREENGLASS, 
a spy, had no propaganda value. He was nothing, his wife was nothing 
and they had no connections with the progressive movement. But his 
sister was married to an engineer who had a minimum of contacts with 
the progressive movement. The matter then assumed a great propaganda 
value for the Minister of « Justice. • DAVID GHEENOLASS produced his 
testimony, his wife was set free and JULIOS and ETHEX ROSENBERG were 
sentenced to death* 

One must not forget one important things it is that no inroof, 
except the unverified words of OREENGLASS, was produced against them. 

No connection between them and atomic researdfies was ever established, 
save in the unverified remarks of GREENOLASS. And at the same time it 
is necessary to note that IRVING SAIPOL, who is a Jew and <me of the 
most fanatic and malignant anti-communists of America, was selected as 
prosecutor while another anti-communist. Judge IRVING KAUHIANN, was 
selected to pronounce the sentence of death. In this manner it can be 
maintained that Jews have been Judged by Jews and that Jews have been 
sent to death by other Jews. Exactly the old technique of the Jewish 
Tribunal employed by HITLER has been used again in America by the 
TRUMAN administration* 







^at vas the purpose of the trial and the verdict against the 
BOSEIJBERGS? There are aany of them and I shall mention several. At 
first. It served to fan the growing fire of anti-Semitism, which is a 
coiBRion eLement of propaganda of the leaders of both American parties* 

Ihen it served to spread the slanderous diarge that American communists 
are foreign agents and spies* Althou^ it had never been proved that 
JGLIGS ROSENBERQ was a member of the Communist Partjr, there are good 
reasons to believe that efforts have been made to get the ROSCNBERQS 
to sign documents involving them in the case of the national leaders * 
currently imprisoned - of the Communist party of the 0#S* It will ever 
be to the honor of the HOSSNBEROS for having had the courage to resist 
such pressures* Kevertheless, It Is interesting to observe that the 
B05EHBER0 case unfolded at the same time as the trial of the eleven 
leaders of the C^munlst Party* Another objective of the prosecution 
of the HOSENBEIRGS, and perhaps the most Inportant, was to point out to 
the American Peace Movement that simultaneously with the banding down 
of prison sentences the death penalty could be pronounced against those 
who believe in the peaceful co-existence of the tJSSR and the US* 

This threat was directed notably against Ifae Jews, for the 
aspirations toward peace of large masses of American Jews are solid, 
and, when the opportanity arises, militant* 

The objectives of thos e who concocted RDSENBKRG case were 
partly realized* Mo case, in Ihe postwar period, has done as mucht) 
sow terror among American minorities as the ROSENBERG case# When the 
affair broke out, a mask of fear such as X had never seen before seemed , 
to cover the Jewish masses* And this fear has not bean Halted to 
American Jews* The savagery of the government's prosecution, the excess 
with which the affair has been conducted, have served to reinforce this 
current of fear* Hundreds of American intellectuals thou^t that they 
would be able to save their own lives only by condemning the ROSE^ERQS* 
And so it was that we had assisted in one of the most degrading spectacles 
of modem history* I heard right wing union leaders whisper that they 
knew the ROSBIBERGS were innocent, but the^r pleaded helplessness as soon 
as it became a question of making an announcement or a public action* 

A great number of intellectuals, men who have names of Intematicmal 
re^^own, have confided to me In private that they were certain of the 
Innocence of the ROSENBEROS, but that they were nevertheless afraid of 
declaring it out loud* We do not have here, as of the present, that 
whidi we saw In the time of SACCO and VAMEETTX: the gathering of a 
large movement of opinion in favor of the two Innocents* On the contrary, 
the ROSENBEROS are for the moment being si^ported only by the progressive 
forces and by several others who defy death. In a political situation of 
semi-fasclan, of police terror and intimidation. 
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Meanwhile, there are men of proainence and of great courage 
who are standing up In favor of the ROSENBEROS. Several rabbis irtio 
direct Jewish working ecenaunitles have made announcements advancing 
their support of the ROSENBERGS. Seveml pastors have taken an 
an analogous position. A handful of artists and writers have done as 
nrach. Sie role of intellectuals here is well Illustrated by the action . 
of WAUX) FRUKK. Separated from the progressive movement for years^ 

MALDO ERANK has ^preached it in order to give support to Ihe ROSEKBERGS* 
Bat he is in an exile idiich he imposed upon himself^ outside the 0.S«^ 
and that is idiy he can take such a position with less fear than the 
intellectuals living in America. Other persons to whoa I addressed 
myself have told me frankly that the fear and terror, and concern over 
their own altaation, prevented them from making public announcements on 
behalf of the ROSQ^BEHQS. 

It is particularly disgraceful that this attitude be so largely 
prevalent among union leaders. Corruption in the management of our 
large union movement has done its work slowly and regularly for almost 
ten years. Set over against the BOSEBBERO affair idiioh so ia^llcitly 
marks the fate which threatens them in the near fbtdre, they (uni<» 
leaders) find ihemselvss in a terrible contradiction and, up to the 
present time, they have not succeeded in resolving it by an act of 
courage or Unaness of principles. 

ah this constitutes a background to the ROSENBERG case. As 
I have alreadty said, ETHEL and JUUUS ROSENBERG are courageous people, 
good and honest. They are innocent. They are being detained as hostages 
for the entire World Peace Movement* If they die, the price idiich the 
peace loving forces in the world will pay for this debt will be a terrible 
one* 


That is why I am not only making a statemrat here cmcemlng 
the affair, but a fervent speech in order that no stcoe may be left 
unturned to prevent the death of the ROSEKBERGS. I asked all those who 
love peace to write and telegraph the President of the United States, 
making an appeal to him to commute the death sentence pronounced against 
the ROSEKBERGS. 

This Is an urgent watchword for the Peace Movement in America 
today: the ROS^BERGS must not diet If they die, too many hopes and 
dreams of humanity will die with them. We turn to you for sui^ort. Help 
us to save JOLIUS and ETHEL ROSENBERG! 

(Tranalatcr^s Note: The caption beneath the picture appearing 
In this article reads as follows: JUHOS ROSENBERG, tMjo has just heard 
his death sentence, in the course of his transfer to a cell in Sing*Slzig.) 
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(Following this is a picture of s fisn find woBLfiii> fipparently 

the HDSEMBEH5S, strapped in electric chairs*) 

Ko More lhan A Few Days To Sara The BOSENBERGS 
An Urgent Appeal by ^ICASSO 

It is a natter of days; it can becaae a matter of houie. 

Ihe electric chair at StLng-Sing is always ready to function* ETHEh 
HOSENBERO, in order to go to it, would have to take coly a few stepss 
the cell in which she has been imprisoned for : almost two years is 
separated from the eKscution chamber only by the thickness of a wall* 

Her husband, JULIUS ROSENBERG, would have to cross the entire pris<»i: 
he would be able to look iqpon those bars for ■the last time, those 
heavy doors and the complicated machinery that has been elaborated fw 
the most dangerous criminals and idiic h today serves to confine those 
who hate death and the war, those idio want peace* 

ihe lives of ETHEL and of JULIUS ROSENBERG now depend iq>on 
a decision by TRDMANt he can, within a maximum delay of 30 days, either 
grant fcem pardai or refuse ^to do so. If he refuses, he at the same 
time gives the signal for execution* And TRUMAN is perfec'tly capable 
of such an actt did he not boast of an cjrder which brought about tiie 
massacre of Hiroshima? Did he not pride himself in the decision to 
manufac'bure the H Bomb? 

ihe legal murder of a mother of tiro children sentenced to 
the electric chair \xptsn the sole pretense that she had been the "moral 
si 9 >port« of her husband is not going to stop the murderers of so many 
mothers, of so many Korean children* 

m the mouths of the rulers in Washington words life *hioral, 
httoan dignity, liberty" flourish in abundance, but their bands ere 
already covered with the blood of WILLIE MCGEE, the Negroes of 
MartinsviUe, the yellow babies of Korea, and why not, then, also with 
the blood of two democratic Jews? Racial hatred and "an^ti-red^hysteria 
blend themselves in the fascist concert which is thundering in Washing-ton, 
and that is irtiy all fears are permitted, that is why the lives of the 
ROSENBEROS are threatened to such an extent. 
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For the Aserlean rulers the assaasiz»ti6a .of the H0S»5IBERGS 
is not Bsrely desUned to sanction the restaration of police nethods 
eithln the U.S,, methods which differ only in detail from the of 

HITtER*s methods, This assassination, for Washington, is to provide 
the western world with the signal for a redoubled terror against the 
partisans of peace, against all opponents to ttie Atlantic political 
catastrophe, against all those eho would dare prefer another destiny 
than the one ehich has been reserved for the guinea pig eaperience of 
the islands of Sniwetok* 

^0 '^^80 who are in horror of death by atonic weapons, the 
Aaerican ^vemnent holds out another deaths the electric diSir* 

That is why it is necessary to snatch the POSKNBEBOS from 
death. And that is possible only if a foimidable wall of world protest 
is erected between TBDMAN and the executioner. It alone can 
the giving of the signal. It alone can prescribe a pardon. If that 
protest shcpuld fail. Km and jmJUS BOSEHBERQ would before long mount 
the electric chair, cariying thiaway, i^on their demise, the happiness 
of their children, ani also a fragnent of our hopes for peace. 
{Translators Note: This marks the end of the newspaper article itself. 
Tte translation of other cooaentartes of the BOSENBERG case will .now 
follow in the sequence in whidi they appear at various places throughout 
th e above article* ) 

PICASSO hurls an appeal at the Intellectuals of France and 
of the entire worlds 

"Save the EOSERBEROSl Hours count, minutes count. Bo not 
allow this crime against humanity to be committed I" 


PICASSO 


The last message of PAUL BLPARD? "It is necessary to save 
lives of dOUOS and ETHEL ROSENBERG. Justice and Peace demand it. 
believe that all ctf us, that we, cannot procure their pardon.* 


the 

I cannot 


French People’s Relief rises against the decision of The 
Supreme Court re Meeting the appeal for mercy by the RO£S)NB£HGS and calls 
upon all Its adherents and friends to Immei^tely and personally write 
to President THCMAN, White House, Washington {U.S.), calling for the 
pardon of the innocents. 
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Ttele grams hare been sent to THDMAN asking for the pardon of 
the R0SBKBERG5 and a review of the trial* by the adnlnietratiye personnel 
of the onmicipal boUdlng in Villejuifj a groxqa of students of English 
and German at the Sorbonne: the eofflounlst cell Lafont of the 16th 
Dlstrlctj the C*G*T* (General Confederation of Labor) tradeunion section 
In the noTkBhapa of the R«A«T.P« of Choley^ etc. 

...AOT) FROM THE ESTERE ffORU) 


The nineteen unions affiliated with the Democratic Council of 
Ri^ts of luBtralla have undertaken to "fully support the struggle for 
a review ct the ROSENBERG trial In Canada, the Organisation of Unions, 
amalgamating the electrical workers, sent TRIJMAN a resolution calling 
for a review of the trial "before a tribunal free of anticomanmist 
hysteria and wamongers." The League for Democratic Ri^ts has appealed 
to the Canadian people to do everything they can to save the lives of 
the ROSENBERGS. The Civil Rl^ts Union of Toronto has organised a 
protest campaign. 

"FOR TRE CHILDHEH OF THE DEPORTEES. THIS WCPIX> BE AS g, 

IHEIR PAR^TS WERE TO BE EXECUTED ONCE AGAIN. . ♦ 

In a touching letter, one of our readers, SDfON BORUCHOffICZ) 
wrote to us: "Like thousands of persons, I am following with anxiety 
the dev8l<^>ni6nt of events concerning the ROSSNBEjBGS. If I particularly 
86€mi to have ay heart in my mouth, this may also, pezhaps, be due to the 
fact that my parents died In caaps as racial deportees.. .if they should 
execute the ROSENBERGS, I think that for the children of the deportees 
it would be as if the parents of one of them were to be executed once 
again. In the same caops, by the same men..." 

THE INDIGNATION OF WCMEW. .. 

/ ^ 

The Union of French 'Sfomen sent TRUMAN the following letter: 

"Feminine indignation is great in view of the rejection by the 
S^reme Court of the appeal by ETHEL and JUU0S HOSS^ERG. 

"In the name of justice, in the name of the principles of 
liberty which your government lays claim to> we ask you to pardon this 
couple idiose only crime Is to want peace. 

"Ton alone can now prevent the execution of ^e ROSENBERGS. 

Tou alone can prevent this monstrous injustice which would remind the 
men and women of otar country too audi of the methods which we tbou^t 
we would never know again and irtiioh we experienced under the Hitlerian 
occupation... 
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•"Ebfit is i*y the Union of French TFonien asks you to save 
these two huioans^ these two Innocents frca ifae fri^tful torture of 
the electric chair; do not permit that there should be two more 
little 02*phan8«»«" 
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JULIUS ROSENBERG, ETAJ., ESP DASH R. , ORDER OF SUPREME COURT 
DENYING PETITIONS FOR' CERTIORARI OF, JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG AND*^ 
MORTON SOBELL, RECEIVED THIS AM IN CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, SECOND 
CIRCUIT. MANDATES OF CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS IN ROSENBERG AND SOBELL 
CASES FILED WITH CLERK OF SOUTHERN DISTRICT ELEVEN FORTY FIVE AM. 

GOVERNMENT SERVED NOTICES OF MOTION TO SETTLE ORDERS ON MANDATES 

'7w^ ^ t'-f ^ if 


ON ATTORNEYS FOR ROSENBERGS AND .SOBELL. MOTION RETURNABLE NTrunTfifl" 
NEXT, BUREAU IS ADVISED THAT SOBELL CANNOT BE MOVED TO ALCATRAZ 
UNTIL ORDER ON MANDATE IS FILED. HOWARD N. MEYER, ATTORNEY FOR 
SOBELL OBTAINED A SHOW CAUSE ORDER TODAY FROM JUDGE EDWARD WEINFELD 
RETURNABL ^l i fflj^if NEXT FOR AN ORDER RESTRAINING THE AG OR HIS 
REPR ESENTATIVES FROM T RANSFERRING SOBELL FROM THE FEDERAL DETENTION 
HDOTRS UNTIL DETERMINATION OF AN APPLICATION FOR RELIEF UNDER 
TITLE TWENTY EIGHT, USC TWO TWO FIVE FIVE, WHICH HE INTENDS 

if ^ ■ I It rui T ^ TTifc ^ 

TO SEEK WITHIN TEN DAYS . IN EFFECT IF GRANTED T^ US ORDER WOULD 
PREVENT THE TRANSFER OF SOBELL UNT IL THE*'DECISION ON HI S APPLICATION 
UNDER TWO TWO FIVE FIVE IS. HANDED DOWN, 

WEINFELD STAYED THE AG FROM TRANSFERRING SO||Lt°Wil!~THE HEARING 

60 1952 recorded ■ 54 •- 

END PAGE ONE W til-Ai'i 


PAGE TWO 


ON THE lUPTOTOBIITlI NEXT, THIS ORDER FROM WEINFELD WAS OBTAINED EX 
PARTE, GOVERNMENT MADE APPLICATION FOR AN ORAL ARGUMENT TO BE HELD 
BEFORE JUDGE WEINFELD AT FIVE THIRTY PM TODAY WHEREIN GOVERNMENT 
WOULD ARGUE FOR JUDGE WEINFELD TO VACATE HIS ORDER. AFTER 
ARGUMENT JUDGE WEINFELD REFUSED TO VACATE HIS ORDER AND MOTION WILL 
BE HEARD ON THE* BLOCK ADVISED USA THAT HE WOULD 

FILE UNDER SECTION TWO TWO FIVE FIVE ON MONDAY. JUDGE IRVING R. 
KAUFMAN ADVISED BLOCK THAT WHEN THE ORDER ON THE MANDATE IS FILED. 
H^CO ULD S ET THE DATE OF_EXEjuTION BETWE^ THE P ERIOD OF FOUR TO 
EIGHT W EEKS. HE TOLD BLO CK HE WOULD FIX THE DATE OF EXECUTION 
DURING THE EIGHTH WEEK. BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OF DEVELOPMENTS, 


BOARDMAN 
HOLD PLS ■ 
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Offics 'bAj^fWTU'i'ldufH • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: J/0 vembe T 25^ 1952 

M « Ua ^ ^ 


TO : 
FROM : 
SUBJECT; 


mo Xo Ho 

MHo Oo Em 

jaLIUSROSEKB 
ESPIONAGE - B 



ETHEL ' ROSENBERG 


Supervisor Tom UoAsdrew^^^Oj advised on the aj^er- 

noon of vNHemeTr^ ~W5:i~AVSA lilaheiM er has, stated the defense 

attorneys are filing aJfi^S’VJlsJrom- four soyentiets in ^ 

l oonyreo^Yq n~^'t-^h"~*?te hearing in 'this . SSie_^n jpJif Jtom in^ of 

These af f idavits are to the,^ ?Xfsci_ffreenglasa •-»- 

Tcouid noi'have retained in his^memqry details concerning the 
atoV bOBth MhfcT Te' testif iel lo dixririg •tfte trial of this ^ase. 

These scientists are as follomt .Tames Gerald..EMW±her, 

S uyter Jdhn Strd ' irt TZdndon, Eng^ ^- NStentific 

writer^ -rohn Hernal. 81 Torrington Square, Mndon, 

ThOMdS pof» nf ^ ci^jPiini r gi Bb search FelloWj University of Uanones'te r, 

Pan ohes* ^ En Q QS(I- Jacques So _ ^adanar^l, 12 rue Enile Fag net, 

pari^f Franci “ Doctor of Philosophy at the University of pariSo 

AUSA K il she imer re g ue s ted that^^ the_ above^ 

na med foUT.S.QiAUtiP'^^ be searched through the indices of the^ NTO 
and that he be furnished with any derogatory information prior to 
the hearing at 10^30 a.m,, November 26, 1952o 

ACTION; X told Suye TV i.s o r UcA nd re ws to_ go ahead and search the 
indice s of tTie~^^oi re gard ing these 4 indi vidual s and ta..adMi^e 
Bure aj^j^om^tly^f . a ny. .de, rogatory inf orm t i on. ..^P.P Pf. i P r, t o 
f urnishing such infamatiAn , . KUs.he imero 



We. are se^archina. .the.^ dlge.SL^QA.the Bureau for any 


these persons, following which 
to the NYO for referral tji 

ITT TJ*TfC^**'TTOTI COlf^TAXSED 

herein is 

DAIEili 


Jt^Ct-Af’-SIFIED A I t.-4o 


d a roaatonL .inlAimMon concerning 
the information will be furnished 
js^iisHe ime r* 

RECOUMENBA TION : 

Xn the event our files are negative concerning these 
individuals, we will ^ia ie I n P-P "P ^ to the legal 

A^Ta^HKes 'in London' anS ^Par is, reTw stTng 'iliaT^ineY'oh'iigin 
ry InforrSTiTl nn '.cnmlTaEie th ToiSth. i, t . S. 8.“rS.? * • ^ 

Kilsheimer will be advised of this action so, in the event he 
desires to defer argument pending receipt of advice from our 
legal Attaches,, he can do so* 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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Tranamit/fh© following Teletype message to: BUREAU, HEIV YORK 
IBI EIAND II/25/S2 


Q-l 




Mr. Ladd 

Mr. 

Mr. Glavin, ,, 

Mr. Earbo 

Mr. Rosen — 1.:— 

Mr. Tracy 

I Mr. Langhlin 

Mr. Mohr- 

Mr. Winterrowi- ' 

Tele. Room — . 

Mr* HoHoma tt - 
Mias Gandy ... 


DIRECTOR fBI AND SAC ITO YORK 

(P 

^ JULIUS ET AL, ESPIONAOS-R, REBUTEL SI^^:ITKI3ITK B^STA??!* 

RIFLICTS NO U^IUSUAL ACTIVITY, LISCOIimUKE* AS OF 


TT.'niTymTH insta^jt. 
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JBO *L jmc 

65-2726 

CG: 65-2728 
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Office NLeMoranduM • united states government 

DATE; November 25# 1952 


TO 


FROM 


Mr. A. H. Belm&t 



. C. E. He 

SUBJECT: JULIUS ROSSi^BEHa 

ETHEL^OSENBERG 
MORTON SOBEL 
ESPIONAGE - R 








Supervisor Thomas Mo Andrew appalled from New York on 
the evening of November 24* _He advised that Judge Edward 
Veinfeld has n ow signed an_Qrd.eg. gr anting a. J;g.arljag,JtaJ[uIiuja 
&n4.:^the l Marfeon 5^hft tfig , Qr^or. ,re turnable 

Wednesday. November 26.^ 1952. at 10:50 A.M. The hearing will be 

vprtftfcft And &a1fia 






issue . Highlights of th e 
very voluminous are ; 


1. Pre-trial and trial publicity by newspapers created 
a hostile attitude towards defendants. 


2. Information was f urnished to the ^ress by _the Justice 

I^uartaigar. 0. Offi pT'^T 

develop ed a hos ti le ^ a tM tu^^^ ..tpwar d „ t h8^_ defendant a * 

3* Indictment of William Perl during the trial 
proceedings prejudiced the minds of the jury. 

4# Prosecution utilized false testimony in order to 
bring about the conviction of the defendants. 

5* Court Was without jurisdiction to sentence the 

defendants because among other things the Government 
alleged certain facts brought out during the trial 
to be secret whereas they were- not secret. 

It was indie at.std,Jdl&jLJ.n.,^^ the defe ndan ts 

will not .be present during tJda^Jiear ing. 


ACTION: 




The U» S. Att orney's Office is analyzing the vpluminpus 
allegations su bmitted, by t h^. defender ~ and^ the New York “ Of f i c ^ 
is s ending mor e det^led inf pirixatiopT clmcez^ng these allegations 
b y tele type. 


j 


CKH;slw <3^ 
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Office M-emorandum • 

TO t UB. TOISOK I I 

PROM t w. B. OLArm^ 

SUBJECT: / ' 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: lifovember 21. 1952 



There is attached hereto Unit^ States Supreme Court 
^^ecis ion Number lllj entitled *^ Juliu3^osenberg a nd Ethel 
^Jioaenb erQ, Petitioners, v. The Vnttea states of America, oh 
Petition Jor Writ of Certiorari to the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit^*^ -g 

7 

It UJoa stated by Mr* Justice Frankfurter that Petitioner's 
are under death sentence, and it is not unreasonable to feel that 
before life is taken, review should be open in the highest court of 
the society which hds\ condemned them*. 


After further consideration, this Court had' adhered to 
its denial of this petition for certiorari* Misconception 
regarding the meaning of such a denial persists despite repeated 
attempts at explanation* It means, and all that it means is, 
that there were not four members of the Court to whom the grounds 
on which the decision of the Court of Appeals was challenged seemed 
sufficiently important when judged by the standards governing the 
issue of the discretionary writ of certiorari* It also deserves 
to be repeated that the effective administration of justice pre- 
cludes this Court from giving reasons, however briefly, for its 
denial of a petition for certiorari* 


Numerous grounds mere urged in support of this petition 
for certiorari, however, a sentence imposed by a United States 
district court, even though it be a death sentence, is not within 
the power of this Court to revise* 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


No^ 111 . — October Term, 1952. 


Julius Rosenberg and Ethel 
Rosenberg, Petitioners, 

V. 

The United States of America. 


On Petition for Writ 
of Certiorari to the 
United States Court 
of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit. 


[November 17, 1952.] 


Mr. Justice Frankfurter. 

Petitioners are under death sentence, and it is not un- 
reasonable to feel that before life is taken review should 
be open in the highest court of the society which has con- 
demned them. Such right of review was the law of the 
land for twenty years. By § 6 of the Act of February 6, 
1889, 25 Stat. 655, 656, convictions in capital cases arising 
under federal statutes were appealable here. But in 1911 
Congress abolished the appeal as of right, and since then 
death sentences have come here only under the same con- 
ditions that apply to any criminal conviction in a federal 
court, (§§ 128, 238, 240 and 241 of the Judicial Code, 
36 Stat. 1087, 1133, 1167.) 

The Courts of Appeals are charged by Congress with 
the duty of reviewing all criminal convictions. These are 
courts of great authority and corresponding responsibil- 
ity. The Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit was 
deeply conscious of its responsibility in this case. Speak- 
ing through Judge Frank it said: “Since two of the de- 
fendants must be put to death if the judgments stand, 
it goes without saying that we have scrutinized the record 
with extraordinary care to see whether it contains any of 
the errors asserted on this appeal.” 195 F. 2d 583, 590. 

After further consideration, the Court has adhered to 
its denial of this petition for certiorari. Misconception 
regarding the meaning of such a denial persists despite 
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repeated attempts at explanation. It means, and all that 
it means is, that there were not four members of the Court 
to whom the grounds on which the decision of the Court 
of Appeals was challenged seemed sufficiently important 
when judged by the standards governing the issue of the 
discretionary writ of certiorari. It also deserves to be 
repeated that the effective administration of justice pre* 
eludes this Court from giving reasons, however briefly, 
for its denial of a petition for certiorari. I have here- 
tofore explained the reasons that for me also militate 
against noting individual votes when a petition for cer- 
tiorari is denied. See Chemical Tmst Bank Co, v. 
Group of Institutional Investors, 343 U. S. 982. 

Numerous grounds were urged in support of this peti- 
tion for certiorari; the petition for rehearing raised five 
additional questions. So far as these questions come 
within the power of this Court to adjudicate, I do not, 
of course, imply any opinion upon them. One of the 
questions, however, first raised in the petition for rehear- 
ing, is beyond the scope of the authority of this Court, 
and I deem it appropriate to say so. A sentence imposed 
by a United States district court, even though it be a 
death sentence, is not within the power of this Court 
to revise. 




Jn Jftqifyt Please Rf^erlo 
FiteNa. 




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF XNTESTIGATION 

■ * ■ ■ 

American • 

1, Groswuor Square 
London^ W« 1 


Datet 

To; 

Froffls^ 

Subject! 


November 21, 19^2 

Director, FBI 

Legal Attache 
London, England 



- AIR COURIER 


(65-0-681) 


JTJLIUS^SENBERG 
ESPIONAGE - R 


ReBulet 8-8-50* 


1. 


There are attached hereto, lor the information of the Bureau, copies 
of a letter datedj^vember 17, 1952, idiich was addressed to the Legal 
Attache by Hr* S.'^GAN, 22 Keiipsfq£,d^^p?dens, ‘Saris Court, S*W*.5* Copies 
of the enclosure, mentioned therein, are also attached hereto* 




It is to be noted that LOCiAN requests his name be removed from a 
petition idiich he signed on November l6, 1952, demanding a retrial of Mr* 
and Mra* JULIUS ROSENBERG* 


Copies of this correspondence have also been made available to 
Ibis correspondence has not been acknowledged'. 
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Enclosures 
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ALL 

1 S V ;; " t ;• ly.'D Zy.ZZv’': 
WaKKE SliC’Ai.* OTUHKraSZ. 


Classified fay 
Declassify cn: OAU^ 
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22 Kempsford Ciardens* 

. COPY . ^ . Earls Court. 

•' •. .••■■ 1..: "I-v. .V s.w.5. ^ 


Dear Sir, , " 

Yesterday afternoon in Ifyde Park, I was i^roached by a very earnest 
young person who was obtaining signatures for a petition idiose puipose <* I 
was verbally infonned, being an instrument to obtain a re^trlal for two of 
your Nationals - Mr* and Mrs. Rosenberg. 

2^ signature whs obtained in the belief that this was a hmaanltarlan 
gesture that might help two unfortunate people from a possible odscarriage 
of justice and the subsequent ghastly effects upon their two children. 

On obtaining afterward, a leaflet rpon this matter I observed that 
the nature of Mr. and Mrs. Rosenberg’s political beliefs was obviously as im- 
portant a matter as their personal pli^t in the eyes of the organiser of 
this petition* 


It should be of no concern whatever whether thej^ were Republican 
Democrat or any other political belief, for in a tolerant and free Nation all 
should be allowed to think as their reason dictated* 

To me the crux of the matter is that there Is a belief that these 
people have been accused and sentenced on evidence brought by informers* 


It would seem unthinkable that a great and vigourous Nation such 
as the United States should on one hand pledge Itself to World Peace and yet 
allow Totalitaxlan methods under any guise to enter into its legal proceedings* 

/ z 

Recent events have been very disburbing to outside opinion - the 
recent Suicide of Mr* Feller and the resignation of the President of the United 
Nations for instance* The events in Germany too are eloquent and require no 
an^liflcation - necessity creates strains bedfellows* 


I will happily sign aiy petition to appeal to American opinion in 
the matter of Mr. and Mrs. Rosenberg only if it be of a non political nature 
as this matter is one of the humanities not of dogmas. 


Accordingly I am asking the organiser of the appeal to remove sy 
name as politics have obviously influenced its origin. 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCUSSIFiED /a ^ 
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' - * Shouid my still appear iqpon the petition that is to bs 

presented then yon iriXl know that it is without lay consent* ' - . 

nothing would make me happier on the grounds of tolerance and 
homauity than to see the Bosenberg children re-united with their parents 
in the future and I feel suie that there are many people in the United 
States who from the same motiree would share such sentiments if there was 
a suspicion of a possible miscarriago of justice. 

As I indicated earlier in this letter politics seem capable of almost 
every interpretation and adjustment to suit the esqpediency. of the hour hence 
this personal plea that their influence does not influence the minds of men 
ehen depriving others of life* 

I speak as a man of thirty two with a few ideals left in spite of 
the last War and the subsequent tide of events and all this hysteria 
mistrust and passionate accusation cue of another can only lead to fresh 
horrors with even more terrible weapons with which to wreak it. 

Fear begets Fear and Truth becomes the first casualty in all 
Nations - I pray fervently that human' tolerance may once again raise its 
voice in all our National and International affairs. 

Having long since despaired of existing creeds and ”isms** I felt 
inpelled to write this letter in the hopes that it would explain ny solicitude 
for two people who I am not likely ever to meet but for idiom I feel deserve 
the full benefits of impartial justice. 

Tours faithfully, 

/s/ S. Logan 
(S. Logan) 

To. The Legal Atta ch* e 
U. S. Embassy. 

Grosvenor Square. W.l, . 
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22 Kei^sford GapdeM^tJ; 
Earls 


s.*;?.- 




,r4-''' 


17.U.52. 


Dear Madam, 

For the reasons set out In the attached letter copy - 
I am requesting that you remove ay name from the petition that I 
sl^ed yesterd^ afternoon# 

As stated in the attached letter - I did not realise that 
the Rosenbergs had become an instrument to further political thought 
or actiozu . . 

ify motive in sighting was prompted from motives of humanity and 
of recent 3 rears it is apparent that politics of all shades have only 
brought fresh suffering and death to overburdened humanity. 


I join with you however in wishing you success in your efforts 
to save the lives of these unhappy people but not from the same motives. 

As an individual with a concience and incidentally one has 
always believed in true Socialism (a commodity I still wait to see) I 
realise with some irony that I would be automatically an enenQr of a 
Socialist State as the interpretation at present stands and no. doubt I 
would be despatched accordingly. 

We are dealii^ with homan lives all individual in spite of the 
fact that most of our problems are universal and w© must make allowance 
for the odd one idio questions the sheeplike adherence to party orders that 
do not need to b© actuated by truth but rather by expediency - be they 
Left or Right ^ing - the evU is as far reaching* 

Bepeating once again my best wishes 
" ' Totirs faithfully, 

' . /a/ 3. logan'^' ' - 

(To The Organiser. 
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DATE: Jfovemher 26, 2952 




srmpsis 


At'Ii 7NFOry,4TTO?f C0^^TAT?^J^'''• 

* Hr,"; Jii t'T T r ^ ;:■ ■: * -t,- t yrr^rrr 


iVinrcr:-.: 7 


Y.zc’zrr 


To briefly set out certain information 

appearing in available Bureau files possibly identical 

with John Desmond Bernal, James Gerald Crowther, 

Jagues Sm ffadamard and Thomas Reeve Xaiser, Suropean 
who are filing affidavits on behalf of the 
Rosenborgs on 11/26/52 in connection with an application 
pending before Federal Judge We inf eld, SDJNfT, to vacate and 
set aside death sentences of the RosenbergSm Affidavits 
are to effect that David Greenglass could not have retained 
in his memory details about atom, bomb to which he testifiedm 
AUSA Zilshej mej y, SDJ^T* reque sted derogatory data _pn scientists 
be f urnished Jiim.j>ri or to hedrinjglIOi3,0_AM,S^^ To 

recommend N70 be telephonVcdJLJy furnished brief synopsis of 
available data to be orally furnished Xilsheimer* To recommend 
NTO be instructed to advise Xilsheimer this information solely 
for his use and not for court record since not possible to 
definitely state information identical with scientists filing 
affidavits without additional inquiry^ also since information 
from confidential sources would require additional research 
and possible recontact with sources to determine possibility 
of utilising information as part of court proceeding $0 
Recommend NTO be instructed to ascertain Xilsheimer^ s needs 
and desires with respect to the type of information, if any, 
needed "/or the record** iri counteyap'ting the effects of these 

affidavits. Qassified 

PURPOSE: fieclassify ‘ ^ 

To furnish you with a synopsis of available dcFta 
possibly identical with the four scientists filing affidavits 
in behalf of the defense ^ this case, . 


MCXmOMDi 




By memo to you from ifr. Rennrich dated 11/25/52, you 
were advised of a telephone call from the NY Office on that 
date, NT advised that AUSA Xilsheimer, 8 DNY, has stated the 
defense attorneys are filing affidavits from four scientists 
in connection with the hearing on this case on the morning 


65^56236 / 

APLihmb » ft *;• 


9 195?' 


SitET 



of koveviher affidaoito are to the effect Vavid 

(^reenglaaB could not have retained in hie nemory details 
of the atom bomb to which he teetifiedt She scientists were 
identified as James derald Crowther, John Desmond Bernal, 
|2?iosiaa Reeve Xaiser and Jaques Sadamard, all Suropean3% 
Brief identifying data was furnished^ RT advised that 
Zilsheimer requested he be furnished with derogatory data 
prior to hearing set for 10:30 AM, 11/26/53. 

Our indices contain numerous references possibly 
identical with these scientists. On the basis of a review 
of files available to this point, it does not appear that 
we have conducted any independent investigations of these - 
scientists and the references represent data secured from 
confidential sources in the course of other inquiries and 
data received from other agencies. In order to expedite 
the compilation of background data, recourse has been made, 
where possible, to summaries of data compiled in the past, 
and the original sources of such data are being checked 
where they are not specifically set forth hereinafter. 

All of these scientists are Europeans residing abroad. 
Obviously additional inquiry would be required to establish 
definitely the information in our files as identical with 
these scientists and to determine whether the information is 
subject to use as a part of a court proceeding. 

DETAIZSf 


There follows a brief summary of possibly identical 
data available at this point in our review of files: 

John DesmoT^LMrel^alJ 81 T^rinoton Square » London^ England: 


Bernal, born Uau lO^ JL9Q ‘ff Tr^iand^ has been a 
fellow of the Royal Academy of Science sinoe^ 193? and in 
April, 194?, was a professor of Physics at Cambridge University. 

(no^s Who 1945; 100-^203763-B3 page 3) 


On January 20, 193?, the Communist Party in ETC 
held a so-called Lenin Memorial Meeting at Madison Square ^ y 
Garden and offered Communist literature for sale. One of they 
publications on sale was ^Science and Society,^ a Marxian ^ 
quarterly, in which Bernal was listed as one of the editors^' 

I . ‘ (info appears in Summary. Source to be 

^ / checked; 6l^?559-^a99 page 4) 


A weekly news letter dated March 12, 1946, issued “ 1 

by the Communist Party of England listed Bernal as one of the / .> 





Bigners 0 / a Btatevient calling for a purge of collabora'^re 
in Greece fearing that efforts t<^ 
register had been unsucces3ful^ m 




nfo appeara in aunmary, aource 
64-200-228 a 214} 100-196623-78) 


^obechecked 




WTd Pederatidn of Scientific worker In oczooer, 

Bernal waa one of the two vice presidents of this organisation 
Another Governnental agency reported that in Uay, 1947 ^ Bernal 
was elected president of the British As^ciation of Scientific 
Workers* This agency stated that Bernal ^*has reputation of 
being leftist in political thinking, very favorable to US^ 
viewpoint on international questions, and inclined to engage 
in international political activities*^ (^nfo appears in 

summary* Source to be checked; 

100^3S44S1^1 page S, 3) 




100^203763^14 page 7) 


Info appeara 


checked 




b appears in aummari 
checked; 100^356137^3641, 


iaa-3€5J54-J. OWI report of 9/19 








i 



in I 1 1 




JtmeB G-eralAWrowther ^ 2 Uyter Courts John ifews. John Street 


London. Snaldnd 


stated 


Daily Worker of 3/^?/49 carried an articlj^hy Cr^ 
the World Cultural Congress for Peace* (?ource^ 
set forth in letter from, Legate London. 
100-356137-92) 


rjiiptner on /i^ 
on, 3/ 18/49 f 


ifr Another Cover nment agency on 3/15/49 identified 

C^rowther as an aUtfiory 'scientific editor c/ J/anc^eeter 
Guardian ani^ reputedly a Communist who desirjed to attend the 
Cultural CorWATjensiiBt^or World PeaoA in^XewJ^k City^ . 

' iwSf ioo-556iJ^=i3f5l ^ 


JJnfo appears in summary memo » Sourcezooeche eked 
1 00-356237-364; 1 00-3342 95-24 ) 


SS Jacques S^YWadamard m 12 Rue Emilie Taauet., Paris. Frances 


m,erican moassy, Paris 
40 - 4370 - 5 ; 




{Memo prepared by 
te Deptt on 3/17/SO 


Confidential source advised that whe 


y y?f .i# 


_ cannot 

e disclosed under any circuWCstancesf 200-2^321; 

Daily Worker for 4/25/39 contained an article 
reflecting invitation by ^^International Conference on Problem 
of the Defense of Democracy, Peace and Bumanity Today^ to 
prominent persons in art, science and literature to a meeting 
at Paris on ^13 and 14/39 ^ Professor Padamard supported the 
conference^ (40-39398) 


- 4 - 












s 





(ASC furnished a£>^ 
y on 11/S5/58,) 


Thomas Reev^Kaiser. neeearch Tellow^ Vniuersitu of Manchester 


Manchester 


f6] 

('fii -2 6-1525 Part X, page 35^ Source, CXA) 


BSCOMMEMPATTOirSi 


Xt is recommended that the foregoing data be 
teXephonioally furnished to the MT Office for referral to 
Kilsheimer with the stipulation that it is a summary of data 
possibly identifiable with these scientists, is not 
all-inclusive, and is intended to convey to Milsheimer the 
general character of the information available regarding thewm 

■ * . ' ^ 

It is recommended MX Office he instructed to advise 
tilsheimer this information is solely for his own use end not 
for cDuri& record, additional inquiry would be necessary to 
definitely establish what information is specifically . ' 

identifiable with these scientists and to chech what information 
is subject to use as part of^ court proceeding since received 
from confidential sources^ \ 


SEC^T 








It is vecomtiended NJO be instructed to ascertain 
Zilsheimer's needs and desires with respect to the type of 
information needed **for the record^^ in counteracting the 
effects of these affidavitSm 

«»|^W 


Toi-t 

^40 To ^ u) SiX\j 

lufc-o - 
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VTAmdARO PORM NO. M 


Office Mi 


m 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO 

J FROM 


SUBJECT: 


Mr* Tolson ^ 

ALI.T^0K’^>Tl0!5C0HTAIliED 

L* B* Nichols ^ 4- ^4^ 


DATE; November 28^ 19^2 


ROY COHN 

SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 



ASAC Whelan of the New York Office at 1*2:30 pm today 
celled end in my absence talked with Wick. 'Whelan said Roy Cohn, 


Snecial Assistant Attorney General, has informed him that ettorney8«-H«ffi_ 
for the Rosenbergs ere oat to get Cohn. Cohn assumes that his office — 

end home telephones are tapped and that his office contains hidden 

microphones. He asked ^or an FBI check. 


J ^-/ 


Cohn told Whelan he has talked to Victor Rlesel at some 
length about his suspicions, ^ohn states that Senator Wiley’s office 
(R-Wisconsin) Informed him along the came lines and suggested his 
(Cohn's) office may contain hidden microphones. According to Cohn, 
both the telephone taps and microphones have been placed on him by 
persons working in behalf of th^ hps enberp/ s . 

Sj±1±:l±J 


Cohn made the specific request of ‘Whelan that the FBI make 
a thorough study of his home Phones, office Phones, and search for 
hidden microphones In his office. Whelan told him he would check to 
see what could be done. 


As you recall, by memorandum dated 2’fovember 24» 1952, I 
advised you concerning a telephone call I received from Victor Riesel 
who said Judge Irving Kaufman had stated Cohn is talking considerably 
and his ill-advised remarks could conceivably jeopardize the case. 




/■ : . 


REC0MMEkT);a‘I0N: 


That this matter be referred to" the Department ai.d a de- 
cision obtained as to whether Cohn's request should be acted uPon 
by the Bureau. 


‘•fv 


cc-Fr. Ladd 
Mr. Belmont 


NOTATION 


< 


RSW:ptra 


No, If Cohn follows it up again NY 
can make a general check**.* 


§ 

&u 


**H’* 


yr 







not neceHBtt- 

M5 Dti, io 


IHIIIAL3 0;i ORJGIJMI,' 




W. Ladd 
i^r« Belmont 


fh€ Attorney ^tngral 


9, 19L9 


JSWf : 

fwuvs Mosxnata, t* •!• 
MaptouvK • u 


tdiinsmikt ': 


\ 


X* <• •»»* tatitmonding that Ut'* WtUtaa Camllt 
fnitH 8tat«9 Marahal af tha Sauthern ttttrtet #/ Mm X*r«# 
ka« v» ft autharitg ta ft to Maohiagton 


/or a' eonforohot aonoorntag /iaal arrangoaonU/or 
ofOouttoH 0 / Maltoo oo4 nhol Mooonborg, Mr, nrroJJ 


hat 




mdvU^a 0ur 9Aw Urk A/fU0 ^9 •o#ii* th€ 


Mioato thotr iootro to «»1¥ at tho laot momoat, ho »<11 
roootmond to gou that tot of our agonto ho prooont far tho 
BurMat of intorutootng iJWr** Mo alot otatoi that he otohot 
to oottlo otth tho Mopartment at thia ttmo on uhoot autl^ritg 
tho oaoeutton uotM ho ttagoM U tho tooat thog iootro to 
talhi 


Mho turoau mtU, of oouroo, have agonto avail- 
able if tutorviomo appear marranted and gou authorioe tho 
gaao, Tou are rwuMt^d to advioe m of any arrangeaento 
aado with Mr, Carroll to that if tho ooaaofon arioto, tho 
Muroau oill ho <» a poottion to handle theoo intervieoo 
propoTlg, 

6lR.^h 


88-MMM8 


to — X — Mr, Mott L, MtlonOf <IV* 
Moputg Attorney eonorfl' 


oa • I - Xatfaian* Attomog Monoral S ^ 
Chariot §, IMtrrag 


APLtrne 



Cf^'. 



ft‘ 2 OEbl Ofc in’ilCE 

■ fBT ■ 


RECOROLD-f \ A 


QK S ^ ^ " 

IlfcCiu-iCl 2C»<*3 OllICE 





DF7' 


.M 

'j* 


COMM, pc. i f 






STANOARD RMM 


V 


etnOTCfhduin • =UI|ITED STAI. S GOVEI^NkENT 






DATS: December 2, 1952 y'' 


moM : !('• F# CleueJan^^, 


SUBJECT 


\JUL1VS nOSBHBESG, et al n.i, IWOSSAXIOH CONTAIS® 


/ 


\ESPIONAGE - R 







At_5:35_J*.U ^^n . lR/2/52. Supervisor Tom 
U o^cAndr^m :tkhs New York Office telephonicallv advised 
iftot 

n for a sig y 

UacAndrews advised t toT oTl araujiients ^resen^e^'^^^iius far 

ftoyg been denied , bl/ Judae_£j/an. S^oOlOliil^''''' 

i/ie pe titionera until frifSau,. December^ " 1^2. to file 
p apers xn support o./Ll MLr.Jg s it irpn ond' haS~^Ts‘S^KTm 
th^ he i s Qoina to denu their peiii%ion /or a a ta^ of 
6 ¥^dc^tionJJ ^lAsiI^ihAu co Me Zp "wit% som e eu ori tl al in-^ 
/ ^rroation t;p. gujppprt the%r poaition. Faclnirl^b^‘^~^a¥ed 
t^t J uJ^i_Sv^A ni£n,da,ta. announce hi a decision in 
connection gotter On U.o'ndav^'Iifs em ber 8, 1952 ., 

ACTiotf ! y : ^ t;--!;;. i,' 


U 


ACTION: 


None .above is for your information* 

600ECJ,^|195? a 

rfCsene.,-,{J^ 





/ 


I 


/ 




(? 


Fil NTC 
OIRCCTOR 


/:P 


12-1-52 10-12 PM 

" UR^NT 

^jj^IKlSUSCi 

DATBjtlSslSi 


JCS 





JULIUS ROSENBERG . ET AL, ESP DASH R. HEARING UNDER SECTION TWO TWO 
FIVE FIVE WAS ADJOURNED T ODAY BY JlfilGF BYAN TO FI TtfiTM ftM nrr tmq. 
ADJOURNMENT WAS GRANTED ON REOUEST OF EMANUEL BLOCK BECAUSE THE GOVERN- 
MENT HAD NOT Served him with its reply affidavits until one thirty 

FIVE PM TOTAY, BLOCH ASKED FOR A S TAY_OF T HE EXECUTION OF JULIUS 
AND XTHfl, RnSFNRFBG . REQUEST WAS DENIED BY JUDGE RYAN ON THE ^UND 


THAT/ THERE WAS NO REASON FOR A STAY AT THIS TIME. JUDGE RYAN RE- 


A 


QUEStp THE ATTORNEYS FOR THE GOVERNMENT AND FOR THE ROSENBERG-S 
AND MbRTCW SOBE LL TO MAKE AVAILABLE TO HIM THE TRIAL RECORD AND 


COPIES OF ALL BRIEFS AND MEMORANDA OF LAW SUBMITTED IN ALL 
PROCEEDINGS IN THE COURT OF APPEALS AND THE SUPREME COURT, HE A 




REQUESTED BLOCK AND HOWARD N, MEYER TO SUBMIT TO HIM A BRIEF 

/ 

SUMMARY OF THE POINTS THEY MEAN TO STREtS IN THEIR APPLICATION UNDER 
SECTION TWO TWO FIVE FIVE, COPIES OF THE AFFIDAVITS SUBMITTED 


BY MYLES J. LAME, USA, JOHN M. FOLEY, AUSA, AND DAVID SWEENEY, 

/or 


mtv 

CORK LINE SIX LAST WD IS •GROUND 

END PAGE DESTROYEQ 

4Se NOV 9 1960 


DEC? faid' 


PAGE TWO 

DEPUTY CLERK, US DISTRICT COURT, WERE SECURED AND PHOTOSTATIC 
COPIES OF THE SAME TOGETHER , WITH COPIES OF AFFIDAVIT OF SA JOHN 
A, HARRINGTON ARE BEING SUBMITTED BY SEPARATE COVER* THE BUREAU-S 
ATTENTION IS DIRECTED; TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN M. FOLEY FILED THIS D ATE 

jp ; 

PAGE TWO. ON MARCH SIX, FIFTY ONE AT APPROX SIX, FIFTEEN PM 

^ILLIAM PERL IN THE PRESENCE OF HIS ATTORNEY, MR* RAYMOND W ISE, 

AND IN THE PRESENCE OF SEVERAL ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 
AND TWO SPECIAL AGENTS OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAION 
STATED THAT ME HAD LIED TO THE FBI AND THE GRAND JUR Y IN THAT HE HAD 
MINIMIZED HIS ASSOCIATIONS WITH MORTON SOBELL AN D OTHER PERSONS ^ 
HNJUiiTr, BUREAU-S ATTENTION IS DIRECTED TO NYTEL DATED MARCH SIX, 

FIFTY ONE IN THE CASE OF WILLIAM PERL, ESP DASH R, WHICH REPORTS 
THE CONFERENCE ABOVE MENTIONED BETWEEN AUSAS, PERL AND HIS ATTORNEY 
AND WHICH REPORTS THAT PERL MADE NO PERTINENT DISCLOSURES* IT IS 
NOTED THAT THE TWO SPECIAL AGENTS REFERRED TO IN AFFIDAVIT OF 
FOLEY ARE SAS MAURICE W* CORCORAN AND RICHARD A* MINIHAM, BOTH OF 
WHOM STATE THAT THEY DID NOT HEAR PERL MAKE THE STATEMENT ABOVE 
MENTIONED BY AUSA FOLEY* NOTED NY FILE IN PERL CASE CONTAINS 

END PAGE TWO 







PAGE THREE 

'‘V' ' ‘ . 

memorandum dated march seven, fifty one covering this CONFERENCE 

WHICH IS QUOTED IN PART AS FOLLOWS., QUOTE ON MARCH SIX. FIFTY ONE 
AUSA ROY COHN HELD _CQMrERmrr mttu P. i . bt.w Ann 

JERL IN ROOM ONE ONE NINETEEN A TTENDED BY AHSAS KILSHFTMFR. FOirv^ 
'BLINDER AND SAS MINIVAN AND CORCORAN, DURING CONFERENCE, COHN 
AgVISED WISE AND PERL THAT PURPOSE OF CONFERENCE WAS TO ORTaTM 
FROM , PERL AN^.AVAILABLE_INF0 RE JULIItS R OSENBERG STMCF l.ttTTTP-g 
^IAL STARTED THIS PflTE » gERL MADE NO PERTINENT DISCLOSllPrc. ' 
. HOWEVER, P £BL. D I D STATE THAT HF HAD PBEViotrsi.Y i T ^ p to rar act-mtc 

/ -jyp federal., grand jury, SDNY« IN RESPONSE TO COHN-S INQUIRY 

AS TO WHAT HE LIED ABOUT SPECIFICALLY, PERL REPLIED THAT HE HAD 
minimiz e d his ASSOCTATIONS BE.^IQEI. RflPP jKir> sabamt tun 

STATED IN EFFECT THAT HE THOUGHT -Q^fME* THEY BFPE a COUPLE OF RED 
JOT SPlES^ttHflllOW:. IN RESPONSE TO COHN-S FURTHER QUESTION AS TO 
WHY HE THOUGHT THEY WERE SPIES, HE SAIDHE BELIEVED THIS MUST BE 
j .SO SINCE THE FBI WAS SO INTERESTED IN THEM UNQUOTE, ntr rarr 

I PIP mot hear per l make the STATEMENT.^ ABOUT .SORFl I 

' AS A J PEAR ._ IN -A E £I davit of AUSA FOLEY W AS MADE KNOhn Tf. ffni ry 
M ?TAIED THAT HF HEARD SUCH A STATEMENT AND THAT HE 


I 







s 


PAGE FOUR 


TO SO TESTIFY IW CQ lWT iiwnrP flflTW. IT IS MOTFA THAT ABOVE AGENTS 
JERE NOT PRESENT AT ALL TIMES DURING THE ABOVE WENTIOWED CONFERENCE 
SINCE IT WAS NECESSARY TOR THEM TO KEEP IN CONTACT WITH SURVEILLANCE 
AGENTS ON THE STREET, AFTER HEARING IN JU DGE RY AN-S CHAMBERS TODAY, 
WILLIAM CARROLL. USM,. ADVISED THAT HE HAD WRITTEN TO AG FOR AUTHORITY 
/ TO COME TO WASHINGTON FOR A CONFERENCE BETWEEEN THE AG, pNE DIRECTOR 


OF FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS, .AND PO SS IBLE MPRESENTATIVES OF 


THE FBI AND HIMSELF. HE STATED THAT HE WANTED THIS CONFERENCE 


S O THAT HE COULD MAKE FINAL ARRAN GEM ENTS FOR T HE EXECU'i;i ON OF JULIUS 
A ND ETHEL ROSENBERG . HE STATED IT WAS H IS OPINION T HAT THE ROSENBERGS 
WOULD NOT TAKK UNTIL THE VERY LAST MOMENT, HE ADVISED THAT HE 


WO ULD REQUEST DURING THE FORTHCOMING CONFER ENCE. THAT IN .SUCH AN 
ffiVENT HE WISHED TO HATO T WO AGENTS .9r .IHEj;B I PRES ENT SO THAT THEY 
COULD TALK TO THE ROSENBERGS AS HE DID NOT^^^N^TO DO SO. ■ 

HE STATED THAT HE WOULD ALSO WISH TO SETTLE WITH THE DEPARTMrUT u nu 
THAT IN TH r rtfFMT Twr pncrMProfig nrW mtcu to rt^ v na a^ith^RTTY 

rwf rYPriiTTftM «nni n w gTAvrn. HE STATED THAT HE WISHED ALL 
QUESTIONS IN THIS UST REGARD TO BE SETTLED BY OR DURING THIS 
CONFERENCE. THE BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OF FURTHER DEVELOPMENTS 
OF HEARING ON DEC TWO NEXT. 


60ARDMAN 


END 




10-26 PM OK FBI VA MRS 
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/• 




C 


$ 


CO ‘ Jr* Belnont 


JiBOiMfunt Attorney tf«ii#ral 
^ Chariot J* 4 ^urray 

**r 2 (^r> j§jr ^<2 


Poomber 1959 


A 

/* tA^ 


>Ay(. fnivs aosjtaatt, 'ti ax* 

> -115 ^ ^ 


flOtCIitSSlVl^Bt, 



d» iftu cr* aasr#. • ptiXiuu hat hii^^lai hv 
40/«ndanta undar Station MSS9 af tha Snttad Stntaa 
C9A§ p$ Miooiv «ar«0¥^<9ii •/ f tni#not« on varlotti 

grounAy^ olaining in oiffooi tftaf tho Agfm^danU M noi 
•oouro o fair irial^ fhU mottor It notp ponding hoforo 
Wniiod StnUo PUtriai fndgo Pylvootor Bynn of ilho 
Hhw^orn PiotHot of Mom for#* 


Pno of Bko groundo oZXogod by ##o tfi/ondcinio mao 
OM t## «rroo« of riilton fori and oho publUUy thorofrem* 
oooarrod durlny tJ^o Booonberg triaXp projudieod thoir 
0000* fho PovommonO hao oubnitiod onriouo offidavito 
oppooing bho dofondonto* oontontlono* in that oonnoetian 
it io notod that an affidavit hao boon oubnittod by Aooiotant 
Bnitod Statoo Attornoy John Ms ToXoy to ohom tho oircum^ 
otancoo oarroanding tho arroot of Moris Thio affidavit 
otatoo in part ao J^XXomoi ^ ^ 

^n Itero# IPSI^ at appromimatoXy PtXS 
William Morl^ in tho prooonoo of hio attornoy, Mrs Baynond 
Wioo, and in tho prooonco of oovoral Aooiotant Wnitod 
ftotoo Attornoyo and tmo MpooiaX Agonto of tho ModoraX 
inroau of XnvootigatUn otatod that ho had Xiod to tho 
nz and tho Brand fury In that ho had minimiood Mo nooo- 
olallono vltn iforlon BoboXX and othor Jitrooni»*^ 



ei»aa ' 

■urn * 

*M«I 

iJsaOhXl A 
Ostt r_ _ 

Til*- B» > 

WcUoM n 

^ 0 


l Our Mau JarO Offiaa adataaa that t)^ saa mganta 
rafarra^ ta (» ahava uffiSavit ata Spaatui Aaanta 
tSuriaa V« Caraaraa and Siahurd d» MiuwaitMiSitiraT iiAom 
atata that tkay did oat haar Sari uaha tha aihava%tataaant 
aanaaming SahaU^ daaardiug ta tha filaa af tht^aw farh 
O/fiaa, 4fa%tant Snttad Stataa Itteruay Say Cah^ald a 
aanfaranaa t^h Sari and hta attamay an 
whtah .mMOttandad hy AaaiaUnt Pntted Stataa Ittamaya 
XUaHiiS^JMay, SJtndar, and Spaaiai Aganta Sinthan i 
Oaraaia>^*^Sdf}ng thta eptfaranaaM Cohn otaaiaad Sari and 
hia aitSr»\ 


, e^ttfaranaa^ ^ 

wi«t tha jmrpeat af tSaigShfaranaa naa* attain 


oonaarning fniiaa Saaanberg 
tSa Sia^jharg trial m$ aprtiug an that ‘ ‘ 


oinoo 







fori 

\ 




md0 M f9rt did $d9i9 

ih9d k9 had pr9vUu$l9 li§d t9 FBI agmdB and fp tha 
Fadaral Brand Arv# ta rnnjf^naa ia CBhn^a imgairB an da 
oBad Bn Had ai^iif apaai/icaXIu^ FarM ri^Itad dhad Ba Bad 
BiBimiBod Bin aaaaaiadioBa aidh laal Barr and Al/Pod Maramd 
and adadad in dffaad dkad Ba dhap^d *tiU|r mara a aanpla 
a/ dad Bad IB raapanaa da Cahn^a /urdh^ dpi^aadian 

aa da wBg Ba ^ughd dhag mara dpiaa^ Ba aaid Ba BaXiaaad 
dhia MMit Ba aa ainaa ^a FBI ma aa iniaraadad in dhm* 

BtTm FaXag haa Baan adaiaad Bg aur Mam TarB difiaa 
dhad tha aganda did nad hoar Farl noMa W^a adatamand aoaud 
Maball aa appaaring fii Bia a//idaatd^ lfr« Fdlag adaiaad 
dhad Ba BimaaJ/ Board auoB a adadammd and waa praparad da 
aa daadi/g in aanrd andar aadh^ 

Id ia paindad and dhadAganda Caraamn and Minihan 
Bapg adpiaad dhad dhay mara nad praaand at all tli|M during 
aanfaranoa an Marah ainaa id maa naaaaaarg far 

dham da atop and a/ dka aan/aranaa an aaaaaion la aannaadian 
alia dhair marB^ 

tha abaua ia far itar laAnKitl^a* 

M^BBd 






Office ^/LepzorajduM • united ^ai.(s government 


TO t A. H. BEl^O^ 

FROM 



X W. A, BRAN IGA 




SUBJECT: JUlJUS^OSEmERa, et o2j 
ESPIONAGE - J? 


SYNOPSIS: 



DATE: November 30, 195£^ 



tmy_ 

BKrba 


J ulius and_Eth^ Rosenberg a n<S^ Morton So bell filed 
p e tiMo.n.Jln,....ajjJinoTJ^^^ ca use. r^turmSlfiTn 



District Court, Southern District o f New York. D ecember 1 . 

^l loQing _Government used perju red testimonu oj Ben iScTinelderi 
passcort yhotoarapher. Jin± Dai^id ^ ^ireengJasa r iSohngirfer teatijied 
on March B7, 1951, at Posenb erg tr oV he had not seen Rosenb< 
since May or June, 1950, when in fact, he saw Julius Rosenberg on ' 
March S6, 1951, in the courtroom* An a ffidavit has been prepare d 
for Special Agent Walter C* Roettina of ihe~~NVw Tor h Office^'^fettinp 
foxt^thj facts ^concerning theinterview of Schneider and his 
^ ^ (ffies i of ^s"sl>Ttdnir'JTnl teS^ States 
Attorney, Southern District of New York, fa cta re lating to Schneider *a 
f> b^eruance of Roaenher^ .^crir.tr/^ nn 

tfrom ^f fldduit* Greenglass drew sketches of lens mold and atom bomb 
^ from memory and defense contends impossible for him to remember enough 
information to prepare these sketches without outside kelp* i4//idai;its 

li gn rjlat ing fa c ^ s ' " 
3§mo£y[j^{t]^^ jDu tjside 

— . — Recommend we ~i n form' Criminal 

.Jili a. t . m e. ^ e, jiQ . i rmant.RDetuTgaJfifl n,,i r’ kabmiUed i A Its - pre sent 

fV’- '’‘" 'Jrprk Offic«~m.T yoei*fn£^iAn»t * 
sh (i iilsi-ua t .Ji 6 New fork office to be adu'fSeS’noobTecti'on 

to submitting Lewis and Frutkin affidavits* 


PURPOSE: 


'^USSIFII® 


o 


!)» 




To recommend that the .^minal Division of the Deoartmftnt eif 
Justice ^he advised that the nn-f : ' ^f th e filxiig of 

an (\ ^ j , dcL. u it hu Suea i nl A a enf. Walter of the New York Office 

which jLQ£^S^Qt.,aQntain.,. A Xl^J ,i i f amcLMD^ to the testimony of 

^en Schneide r and that the N ew Y ork Offi celbe so a dvise^ ‘ 

To recomviend that the New York Office be advised that the 
Bureau has no objection to signing of affidavits by Special Agents 
John W* Lewis and 


JPLtmes 



inter uiew* q 


DEC 8 J>a!% 





BACKGROUND: 




.43 you know the attovneys /or the Rosenberge and Norton 
Sobell are presently engaged in legal actions attempting to stay 
the execution 0 / sentence on their clients* The Rosenbergs have been 
sentenced to die the week of January IS, 1953% ^ 

On November 36^ 1 95S* Judge Edward Wei nf eld* District Judae* 
Southern UTairioi oyli^m/lork r e 


Jeeem^eil_j. I95g> wSi^j:£Me,Usd^tM±:m j:jLi^^ WW^We'ii'6sehpe^^^^ 

„8 g t _ g 3 1 Q g_ » A petition was filed by the Rosenbergs ciaimtng dinohg 
other things that the Government had used perjured testim,ony from 
Ben Schneider, and David’ Greenglass* O 

Affidavit Regarding Beh Schneide rs 

J ^ ^ District Court, Southern District 
New Xork, on behalf of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, the^contention 
^ paaaport photographer, (igm^^^^er^uf^ 
te ht l e .*, t& & tif u iag 37, 1951% The defense 

I <^o^tend8 M&l.£&^ni^Her RosenbexEs 

r^c.g, . in^M^y^JtV Ju nT, ''lWdr'wHe'n 

iMi Im.. hp ■ r tiro 6 m oh "'Mr cfi 36* "1 '^St',''^ahJi had 

forth an 

excerpt from the book entitled ^The Atom Spies*^ by Oliver Pilat 
which states that *^4?i EBX agent brought into the courtroom a 
photographer*" o 

. . ^ J'arMNom 

^advised the N^w Yo-^k 7 loa s mdrr i ed tha t 

IMSJ: i ? i(L,,..J 3 i ^X £^l«uajC^gi?^AO§Xigr^ ond .. Lea ter 0* Gallaher,' 

at which time he identified phbto'gra]ffi8 'of''fHe'R'o^^^ 
as having had passport photographs made Udy or June, 1950. 

^ \ ^ United States Attorney, iSoutfteru District 
of New Xork, Xg^j^g^,^^,:yppl, SGh^XsUT:...was, brought into, the court- 

.Mgre then 


on trial. 


9h 




%PUP¥-i 1^58, the Mts Tork Off ice 

.^^fiWA^Mr^MMJ>XepveT7or^SS?mal 
Ag£ ^Malt e, N^:*MM e Ji.Q^J .MJ19 for possible use in argMeni: oT^te aMve 
motions 



^State 0 / New TorJ^/ 
County of New York/ SS%m 




Walter (7* Roetting^ being duly sworn, deposes and aays^m I am 
a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and have 
been so employed since 1941 • On Narch B6, 1951, in the company 
of Special Agent Lester 0» Gallaher, I went to the Photo Shop 
of one Ben Schneider, located at 99 Park Row, New York, New York* 

At that establishment, I exhibited photographs of Julius Rosenberg 
and asked Mr* Schneider whether he had ever seen this man* Mr* Schneider 
promptly identified a photograph and stated that he had taken p/ioto- 
graphs of this man, his wife and two children sometime previous to 
my visit* He recalled that he had taken the photographs on a 
Saturday and that he particularly recalled this occasion as he did 
not usually go to work on Saturdays* He further recalled that the 
order placed by this nan had been larger than the usual order for 
photographs* He stated that he was pleased to receive such a 
large order on a Saturday* In recalling the event, he stated that 
he particularly remembered that the two children were very unruly 
and caused him a great deal of trouble* He also recalled that the 
man whose picture he identified had stated to him that the pictures 
were needed because his wife had recently inherited some money in 
France and that he and his family were going to France to collect 
the inheritance* This was the first occasion upon which I had Seen 
Mr. Schneider and so far as I know no Agent of the Federal Government 
had interviewed him previously in connection with this or any related 
matter* Prior to showing Mr* Schneider the photograph, I did not 
identify the name of the person whose picture X was showing to 
Ur* Schneider, nor the reasons for which I desired an identification,** 

The ■s*a:te s 

at torneys Kilahetner and { h 
iike jinf JnJormeitt.Qn r.el-i:ttue.- rn l ■ 

0 bs & rM a tianjiJ 26. 

12£Ajl f v., 


A ssi stant SMpiM^Agent in^ .Vew Yo rk 

O fJice.mAStel^hoM j^allu. contacted at 3/00 P*U. or^ovemSer 30, 

89* 1958* Whelan was asked if the^eio' Yorlc off ice aareed with 

the Assistant United States A^ttr^y* f^was pointed out that the 
affidavit covered only a part of the contentions of the defense with 
respect to the testimony of Ben Schneider. Whelan was advised that 


y 


- 3 - 





v":”’* ■•'y ' '".V; »..S tf .yi?';--'-'”'.,' •, ■'•T ■ 


/ t ftg BMr^s^2L...ba4. n<^i ed that the He^Jo r k'^te letype of November S9, 

■ Sflft r i g i ri ft c . .baA , , fta<n , . . & E<jUiflA»ja^US&>j;<Utr-fe^g nbera 

v}CLS_ u.nd er_ nr o 8.9 rejtami nat ion and had identified ^oeen^er^bn'^^'^~ 


occasion^ It mae pointed out to Whelan t h^^urfqi^^was conce rned 

proposed, mi^Ght be sui iecT^^fo 
nent.7^ci£ iuhrSTTiD^^a 
thal^ such omission 


irt 


yJt J3Kt later prove embarra asinQ^^UK'r Agent and the Bur^au^ 
yhelon gpreed and said that it was his opinion that the Bureau 
snouId~ objecT^ to the filing of an affidavit covering only a portion 
of the facts* He st ated that since t he Assistant United States 
Attorneys fd^’^c^ncerurng 

Sab.a£.id£rJ.sUiSJU^ the cTurtroovTio^liim^^ 

hei. belisved the Buteau shoinir^^Tu^ 

the Un itid S t^Y A iAar tttng 

c overing only nar ± of the content i ofi h ot^'ge ^'d and 

ihe 0 o_ntenti_Qns__of^.:t}i e defe nse regarding the Sc hne ider ies tvj^f^u ' 

^ .hll , ’ s'i n c e " t ft e '‘'Is s i s tan t . 

United States Attorneys are fully fani'Tiar with all of the aspects 
of this testimony* j 


A/Jidavit Hepard^np Greenglass Testimony ^ 


The above petition also contains the contention that it was 


i mpossibl e lor DavidJlreennla ss. io. have remembered eriouah^TKfdr^^^ 


limited educational bac kar oundj 1^mr"''Df eFdr eH'" 

oAtfte_lens_^?rolT^frr-Tft'raTo^^ ■ 

at the trial of~Juliunio3enberg* 


As you know, Greenglass prepared aisket cKpI.the l ens mold 
® . g/ his arres t^.,JU!^.M^im.^ard als o.,.sremrg<i tS iT 
T^0XX^^SJ;SihSJL..aJLJt}l^.l e,n s rooTd g nji 0/ the AooosafcT^t?pe — 

<ij!m..MmiU3±Jh LJth.e^ trTal , 


By teletype dated Novemb er 89^ 1958, th e Nem nff ir^s* 

adpjsjd t ft g t .g/Zi .fe&JMiUjJiL^gpqr gci for Social 

os sin e ‘Us 

arpume nt. Q/ tfte motion:- 

. i.i ::- :-f =• ' u ' • . - 

**State of New fork. County of New York, Southern District of New 
Yorkp Leo H* Frutkin, being duly sworn, deposes and says that** 

I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and 


V 


U 
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have served in that capacity sincClB^Om In the course of my 
official duties, X interviewed David Greenglass on June 15, 1950, 
in the company of Special Agent John Lewis^ I have read~the 
affidavit of Special Agent John W» Lewis, and I now state that 
it is true and correct, to the best of my knowledge and belief* p 


John Wm Lewis, being duly sworn, deposes and says •• I am a Special 
Agent in the Federal Bureau of Investigation and have been so employed 
since 194B* On the afternoon of June 25, 1950, in the company of 
Special Agent Leo H* Frutkin, in the course of my official duties, 

X went to the home of Dpvid Oreenglass at 265 Rivington Street, Rew 
Fork, New Fork* After being in his home for approximately three hours. 
Special Agent Frutkin and I asked Greenglaaa to accompany us to the 
Office of the Federal Bureau of Xnvestigati on in the United States 
Court House, Foley Square, New Fork, New Fork, for the purpose of 
an interview* Special Agent Frutkin and X interviewed Greenglass 
on that evening a/id during the interview, Greenglass admitted that 
he had been requested by Julius Rosenberg, through Ruth Greenglass, 
to furnish information concerning the Los Alamos Atom Bomb Project 
to be turned over to a courier for the purpose of transmittal to 
the Soviet Union* He further admitted that on a subsequent occasion 
he did turn over top secret information to Harry Gold* He further 
stated that the information given related to a high explosive lens* 
Greenglass, without any help or assi stance whatsoever, drew a sketch 
of the lens showing a high explosive implosion device* Greenglass 
further admitted that he had given to Gold a list of names of persons 
working at Los Alamos whom Greenglass considered to be approachable 
for information and also that he identified various scientists working 
at Los Alamos* These statements were freely and voluntarily given 
without any promise of reward being made to Greenglass by any one 
on ^behalf of the United States Governmenti ' To the best of my knowledge 
and belief, this was the first occasion that David Greenglass had been 
interviewed in connection with the furnishing of information concerning 
the Los Alamos Bomb Project* Under no circumstances and at no time 
did X ever make available to Greenglass any books or scientific 
texts nor any other material pertaining in any way to a'tomic energy* 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, no other Agent of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation furnished any such material to 
Greenglass*^ 

J ASAO Whelan a dvised he^could see no objection to Special 
Agents. jJwiI.^nd^.TrutWrn '^H an i na Wese ^UTridaults^ T 
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O 


OBSSBVATIONS: 




Jt is jp h£.13t^t:r)!lid that affidanii: 

m iah.t QUhJ.eGt iLinL.and.the bureau t ^_ejiLbarr as ament if the f ull 
/ < i £Lt & m e rf ^ b r .. n may recc^"' i%ai 

this is a aomemhat analQn()ha...si f.uatis>n to that which occurred 
in the iTudith CopXon case which did result in some unj'avorable 
publicity for the Bureau^ While the withholding of facts in this 
case is one of omission, there is no indication the United 
^States Attorney*s Office intends to cover the matter by oral 
argument* 1 1 fi ., Jie Qul d i nfor m t^ 

si 0 ^ ^ 0 ^ this ma t ter a nd i KeT^qfff> r 

execLU±ed. in i±fi p tes^^t for m. 

nECOm/BNBA TIONS: 


Yt is rec ommende d that the facts surrounding the 
affidavit, of .aiiecial_A£LeT!Ji.Wal±^ir 

on the hCL&lA 

that l;he Buteqii (joes not feel that the af fidavit, as set fnr-th. 

o b&,S.ry.QnC£..jOjnose..nh£ra in the ^our tro om 6 hj^dreh '86, 2951 * 

New York Office should thereof ter be 'adTjHsedi^^^^ does 

not want this affidavit filed in its present form* 

-2“* i.s_jrec_o mended that th e New York Office be advised 
.th<i. t . thQ . .B iJ X , Oft , ■ a b j ^ x : 

sU j l u iSU for possible use it^T^ntr^^ 

motion* 


ABBBNBUU: IB^l^SB ABLmes 


.feJmnnt called Hr. William Foleu of the 
not helievea aS^vis(Ale that 


Criminal Division 
Aaent Roetting 
ase oj^e 


'rT~EeTmont 



♦ * » 


Ut 3 _ An_dr eip Qehmann^ nf the PeDa ri ^mentf ca lled at 
^ i fis tfiat Mad usal.lis2 ...hisi re aarSiriff tht s 

m atter* Mr* Oehmann was referred to Mr* William Foley, 
inasmuch as loe had already discussed the matter with Foley* 

4 > 

Il#25 am, ASAC Whela n called fro m Mew Tork to advise 
that USA Lane was upsei oecause we did not have Acent Boettina 

* . ^ 

^ — ■■ — ^ ana that the Dep artment 

ASA C Whelan pointed out t o ' who 1 e 

story was not being told <u Boetting^s affidavit and that either 
the whole story should be told, or none of it* 




th e United States 


Ai i lSiSS pm. 


Mr* yfte ion called back to advise that 

itional 


.. . . « — ^ II ■ ^ w * 


- . j', L 1,1 I m, 

^he proposed^ 

a ffidavit was reod tp and was merely a short factual s tateme nt 
hat at USA kde.:^jsig^§^brj>ug^t^n^ 'the " 

c ourt room Mar ri ng ton jand mas-.a.^ked to loo'h aroundTandr'fee 

if " rec^niWe^ahjjon e * Marri ngto n n'ot'^poi nt ' oUt'^^Bosenberg 

to Schneider* Schne ide r locked around and recognised Bosenberg 
as the individual he had photographed* I tQl^JlrjiJWhe Ian th^t 

the aflid:mttr^armeT^n6^ 

o re sent ed_ t^f> ^ 


AH B: tic 











non - C(Hpi^'rltUL ^ 


AMlttant Attorn »7 Ousvftl 
Cl»rl«« B* liBumjr 


Xtoetuber 2« 19$2 


Olmior^ VBI 




4 coKiaTTEE TO sKsmB roncB 

m Tffi R0SERBE31G aSI \J /O' ^ . 

iJrtBMUt 8BC0 HIT:j - c ' . , ^ 

■J k 8onfid«nliai InfonBUiii of laaom r«llAbillV IM 

^ «dvlatd thiit Binjcsln BAIm, trMtartr aoA OirMior •f ilw 
Milo Ccndt^ of tht Co—mlai Pftri/ EMUn 

PifiBijIwl* aad Otiitfftr*, dlsouftMd tbt Boatiibtrg e«s« at 
a laeaat aaaiiag of tte Foarth CoMudot Dlotviat Bia^oa of 
. ^Bo •.■.,,■■ 






lOlaa aittad Hmt tho Cnawintit Atrlgr will latanaiiy 
aetlvlV ea babalf of tba Botanbergs and inoiioetcd that em 
anbor of aach Oonaxalat Bariy CXab ia to ba plaead In oBuga 
of thla aeUidt7« Xi waa daoidad at thia aaatlng to aontaot all 
faailiaa in fhiladalyMa aaaad BoaasBarg and attaint to gat 
thaaa faailiaa to OMd a joint eoantaloatloa to Pvaaldant tfUBaa» 
orglng olaaono7 for tBa BoaoxBoxga* 


6 100^>878j?* laforaatlaa. 

DECIA« 

APLtaiA <W 


stmTtt zvmuTxoK - 

y4c • 6$-58236 


atiaa* . 

DECiAssm:^ 

m 


'■ '•■ •. . '■ ISC DEC 4 •. ,• 


OllPLiCflE VELIOW 


DtClO® 


\ 

i 


•i 


dBIGINAL COPIC FILEQ 


VTAMOAMO «<ORM NO. C4 


Office Al^ ndutn • unitei 


GOVERNMENT 


TM muSCTOR 


FROM 


n. ir» 




DATS: Heo^rther 3, 1952 


SUBJECT; JDL I 03223229, 2T At 
232102292 - B 





PVRPOSB 


top^rct 


To anomer your roquoat that we make certain 
there ia nothing we have which has not been made avail** 
otic which would be of aaaiatance to the Soaenberge^ t 


)2TAIL3 


. 1 Ctossffled . 

Oeclasstfy on: OADR /o/t^fji^ 

You will recall the Boaenberp case arcee out 




you are aware, we have not disseminate 


.jaaA£^aecau 2 q PI. 

2oweM£rs« M.f.nsisM(2iii 

e to aecure.^iJideneh^nt,J3roo£^that Bos^beKS* 

taA^ram..himm.^. We 


MpPM^ i« 


'HTT^TTI 


<Lfe.^tjgen 




riin/i'j 


[^f 

[If 






n our 


all TKFomrT ^cl : fSjAiro 
HITRKTS Tj> ^J^CT/ASSIPIED ExcElf^iie* Tor your information 
WHJ 3 ?ESHWN 0 THERWtSe. 

ili>Z,««, RFCOWO^T' - ^ ^ ^ 5 0 


RFCOWO^T' 


ig] 














• UNITED GOVERNMENT ^ 


TO 


,/»FiOM . 
^ SUBJECT: 


mroctor, FBI 

ATTENTION: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR A.R, BELMONT 
SAC, New York (65-15348) 
dP 

JULIUS ROSENBERG, et «a 
ESPIONAGE - R 



f/ 


Re NYitel, 12/1/52. 


■.P 


,) 


Ttore ars forwarded herewith for the Inforaiatlon'of the 
Pootostatlc eopleg of the affidavits of MVLES J. LANE. USAs 
^HN M, POLEl, AUSA; DAVID SWEENEY, Deputy Clark, United States 
IttEtrlct Court; and SA JOHN A. HARRIMGTON. 


, { 
\ 


Enc 8 • 4 


0 



/ 




SPECIAL DELIVERY, SPECIAL HAWILIRG 


JAHsPPG 









kiz inroi^'-^TTON cojrrAiNa) 

wtRSIH ’'^CTjA?5I?1SD ! 






1^' 



tW lTZP aTATSJ OWRICT COOW 
SOffTB&mi DISTRICT OK MSW TORK 


OVXTKD miss OFiANSRlCA^ 


KVLID3 ROSZHaERO. BTKSL ROSSX- 
BBRO and IKRtTOK SOBCLL. 

Ptf andaata • 



AKFIDAYIT 


CZ34.245 


3TATB OP IBV TORJC ) 

C09NTT m NEW YORK i Ml 

SOVTHSRII DISTRICT OF TOM YORK) 


lom i. numiKOT^, ^Ing dol^ aiton, dapoMa and 

•« 7 »» 

X an a dpaelal Agent of the Podoral Buraaii of 
Znreatlgatton and hare toon ao oi^lofod alneo 1945, 


On 2 C, 1951# during the eourae of the trial 

of %ibi ahavt-^naaed dafeadantat X nai •paatal Atanta VaXtar I 


Roattlng and Laator 0« Oallaher la tha rlalaltr of Courtroom! 

/ 

110 la the Tmitod Statea Courthouaa. X naa InfofMd tgr ^ 
theae acenta that the/ had located a photocntpher ahe had | 
identified a photograph of /ullua Roaenberg aa a peraon 
ahoae paaaport photogn^ ha had taken. At thla ttaa. X ^ 
«aa Inforaed that the photographer aaa at 99 Kax% itow, 
aae Ydrk cit/. 

1 a ea wpn loated thaaa faata to Nr. ireins H. ' I 
3a/pol« Ohlted Statea Attome/ for the Sou^m Dlatrlot of 
lew Torit, who dlroeted that the photogra^r he hroaght to ^ 
the Cntted Statea Coorthouae to oenflra tha tdentlty of 
Roaenhera proTloiial/ aade* Z eo a waiHa ted thU lafomtlafi 
to Aganta Roettlna and Oallahar. 


Shortly tberoftfUr, 1 a^nln mt Asant oall&^^r 
who hs<S wtth hlffl « «an whoa Z now as 5on Schneider, 


e photog^mpher or 99 ?ai^ Row, Kow York city. I hx*oi;ht 
ytt* Scliaoi^r Into Courtrooa 110, to tho fora part of t: • 
oourtrooa Inaldo th« railing l^^^^ra thora wera two vacant 
seftta. I InotrvMstod «r. Schmldor to look round the court 
rooa and coo If he »a» anybody ho racosnltod. 1 did not 
point out any apcclfto person to Kr* Schneider. Kr, 
SoWiOldor looked around and, when he saw yullus Rosenberg, 
he ateted to :aa tl^st that was tho man w oao plcturoa he had 
taken. 


At no tlao did I point out or In any other way 


Indlcato who was jullua Rooenberg or t- o placo whoro ho waa 
located In tho courtrooa to Kr. Schneider. 


JOKiJ A. 


Sworn to hofora mo thlt 
lot day of Poceabor, 1952 









UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW loW; 




UNITED STATES OF AKERICA, 


-against- 


JUUU3 ROSENBERC, ETHEL R0SENBE30, 
KORTOH SOBKU-, 


Ai-'r I DAVI . 


Defendants. 




state of new YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

30UTHE5W DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ss: 


DAVID SWEENEY^ being dulj swora, deposes and 

saYs: 

X am a Deputy Clerl In the Offloe of WllUaa V. 
Connell. Clerk. United States Olstrlot Court. Southern 
District of Nev York. I have heen so eaployed since 
June. 1931# almost all of . vhioh time X have served in tba 
orlBln^ calendar part of the court. £ 

On March 14. 1951, 1 vas called, after I bad 
returned hoae from work, and vas Informed that an applica- 
tion was to be made to unseal an indlotosnt and for a 
bench warrant. X returned to the United States Court House, 
obtained the sealed Indiotaent and accompanied Joto II. Foley,, 
an Assistant United States Attorney to the pressnoe of 
Judge Irving R. Xauftean. Z vas Inforaed by Nr* Foley that 
be had attempted to looate Jodge Henry Ooddaxd, the ZvOgo 
sitting in the orlmlnal oelendar part, but without suooess 
Hr. Foley made a motloo to unseal the in- 
dictment. vhioh vas granted. An applloati<m for a bench 
varrant oalling for the arrest of V|iiian Fhrl. tho * - V 
p.r.on n».d t„ W . 

direotioD of Judge Xauhuuip ft warraaf was Isamod. 


-r .v »V:^ 




■ ■ ■* 










4 




Trots «X';erleiio« in the off id# of th* cxort 

of the orlolndl oalen^nr port of ih© ao^art, I kaov thnt It 
l» not #11 unusual for a Juigo other then th» orlalaaa 
oftlorvTer to ontortuin euch aa np;)llo«»tloa, eopooinXl/ 

in th« ttfMVaiXobuit/ of thn Joc^go •Itciag m thi orUlnni 
ool^fVlAr : art. m ouch olr<^t*no*i, judtfM 

other thio) oalon^ar proeldt vhon o cnu^ Jwy 

rotuTM aa laAlotoont^ or vhtA ca ■rr>ifimHut it hoxn^ or 
on Ifktiotneat lo wkseol# 4 « Tlw ueuAi prootioo !• to ^ 

•••t o judgo eho It ooeUnM to otio or tlM •rUlonl trui 
PatU^ i» ir aoM 1# nvnuatdo* then ttko flmt Jtttgo ^ 
oan bo Xocototf i» noXod to prooiAo. -a; C / 

To mf taosrio^^ of i^m than 20 ro 4 iJPO jUt 
court, no judao. to \ 4 ioa on oppXioottoa pooii on tliot m 4 o 


tm ttao oMo 


•PPXtOiltlQCI* 







, ■ •‘ ' ■ ■ ■ ■ -y.v.'' ; .. " 

tvon U bo^ro M thlo 


' -‘-J* ' 





i •• ^ 


^ . :■ 4 «jr'.of itarvwter* 

• - V DANim, TAJOBTOAM Vv- 

,.. ..•. ■■ : Pvkiu. Cut* of Bart • - / •. ■ «,■; • ? '■.•\ ”■: S ;; 

-• .: V* ' ' *f». .; ■• .-"i-*. • 

S ■ - ' ■■ (b Om«% ' %'■ .'. ^ ^ 

■■' ■' ' ni.d uimjuu. *if.r Qfc «p* ■^. ra 

„■>’; . / T«^ «io 4 m» lUreh », im ‘ V ^ vr , 

^■"- '■■: .’>■ ' »' ‘ ■ ■ ■-■• .■->,- ''^. ' •■' , ’ ''‘x'^'X' '' ' . ' 

’ ' '" - • ■ • ■■ ** V-' - f W . ' -i^ V' ■■" ' ■• . ” ■ ' ■ ■' 

' zZj . ■ J ■ .*'-' ■■ ‘ I .•' - .' .' '*-i. ■- ■• • 

•. '■ V;; v.^ 

■:- 4 . -Y'- ^ t-.' 'tr i . 




CL. r‘ -' - 
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O'A- 






it’' ■•■ -"r /V-ij'' 
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V:K- 


T 1 
















♦Kj 
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■ /j\Sl..Lht. DUn^XCt 


OF AKii-ICA 


-V 


JwryX'.O i 
: ? • ::> 








:vt:.rt Of ^ Y 4rK ) 

aui-^rx Ai.. t.sK I 

:^';^Tr'..v.:; r.u;ni:cT vF xin YvRK ) 


oa • I 


JOtiS H. f O . iJf, bo Ins duly L'3wc*rn, dojoiios s^yst 
1 ft!* Rn rDSir.tt nt ' nltc^i ♦ittori fty In tho 

j vfflct of ^loi J* Lene^ IfiltcHl 0t5;ttf5 Attomk./ far th* 

3ouV yn District of '^ev Tori:* 

T^jIs affMavlt ifi ribt.it ted in ononitloa to tha 
I fic tion of t: ® AttQr.dei.ta to v?.CRt« ;-nd jet salde ti e Judf- 
I ^.ents of o:M*rlction. fhe d<f<’;defit« cir''ipi t at st a 

i 

'i ‘cruclei potricnt^ during thoir trial i to vlt, ‘ arci'v l^t| 1^51- 

i! 

:j V.‘ re wa? ;ai. da •-ub’Lic tii of one Mllllts Itrl. 

ji 

I Tt is U ♦ dtf cr.d?.*:ts * oont.vntlon t> at I’.e nevs covtrnge 

t 

Ijvrjfth folloviod t}.€ lr;<ilct::ent, arrest £r.d erratgnaent of 

II 

ji . 'll Hina l erl on ' f reh 1^, caused II i^tr, serious lnJ\jry 

!) 

;j fit t> olr trial t-nd trut t: # lndlct!:.ent cf erl together 
11 with the news covert^e t st foHoved vas Incited end 
j Cft l<r?l€ted by the rro.''.eci< tl >n to the aovai^t* 

I 

;i frrd brought ”1 j;>rortr jTessurc to bear on the Jury*. 

ii 

If 7\ie Indlctrjtcfi t of wiHlr® r^ri resulted froo la^ 

Ii vis^tigr tlons conducted by a t edvrrl Orai-rfl Jury sitting la 

il 

j| tl e District of Hew icr the Federsil Bureau of 





















li K-^.-r^ 


jUi^v..';^?.!-*^. .!...n r : -. ; ; -i ‘ ^ t- tfcii /i;;,'ir !;i<^* 

,1 

• 7 is Ir.Vv: :- 1 i •■"?■* i'r. vii? '.-riCi.r >''„■ r'i-r to L, ^ Cv *' t of 

; l. ho "fe A r^; ,^?:^c4 -;Dvil« ; “ 

; 1 i i 1 : i'.t ^ C. . -i- vi. 'r. '. Or 1 . ? t. .. L OX": .1 — i*'-.<.'ir 

-l:v: iW'- lrr--i:i.: .vvV'.r^,. ti ^ -h:. ;wija 

:t'c or^:•<i veo c-..‘^- o •. tiX'oo-lvi ,;:Vi v : i _ ?- ti -m 

;; .. r V ’.i' > ’■ 1 ■ ’I : .< t fjr' ’ ■. r rr '., crl'.-ox^’i Jv-',, 


;^rOln' o*.f> i .. 0 


! •. . .■ , 


':;i -'.I: U'-’’. (.rl Ir.torJi ted 


" I, lout '-io nov: 


■.roo^s W..C5 v.r 


V^Tt bs'. .v% vi to 


ii 


i V i o ^ ;. t cd *'-} ® ■ ."tf • • it*, r ’I "• 1 *- '. r l .■»li dv*". \ r d 


:h’uir-:c; 


t ho^rr ’i/it..'! id r'..l ^n^: Ann 

, I Tx c;. ' i'-.:i:\i, : iltc;ir» tt Vc'Vi :,6coa :Lry 

'to c -d ct iVi Invtr.. ti'ctl r* to i>:.ct.r '<*ln t .e 

'jtrvt?: : .i‘S*3 t ^ O " iv if yf 

''-iiXtri- ’s r7cci;-xl n .it'. .tojle, a 


d o'.! 


ii'^U tt e; roxi t Ctly 6*lij r. «, f i iltc? . ^rl, in Ua 


l ..e 


; rc :. ce ..f tsis attorfH^i r* rrys»»''rd 't".| ^ 

f ft-vv. rai. 1 1-' let ; tlorneys etid 

; two btcc ftl f ivt:/ f t-t Vdorfci . uri^u aX ^r;vo. tlfc/. tl t*,t^ 
t!•^t be ■ od ivy t> tbt /edvrc L di i :ivto ti i. j-tlun «^n4 


t ot ur:- uJ ^ .^ry ICt C: ‘-t 


c • V <J i;. 1 a 1 ... 1 re4 j‘ i c Ji o £ :: cl t- 1 1 OCM 
!‘vlt:. 'o^rtrJfi >ob^ lI or(J oU cr .r.;:n-s, ^ tr^ie bill 

;i ■ 

vVotCAl .*“.. 1 * '.bt- '.-..Uct AOit V.o.r.oc4 ^c^^n <fit :lii u vt«< of this 

f,* 

, osio'ti# i ;:ls ind IcL'. t L t vii:* sc^U-d on tic vT' l llCotioo 

t! 

ot L. i. ir;; .t *;d jury yn ‘arc'.j i3> lyt'i by . »,rjry W, CK>0<isrd| 


ijlnittKi .'.tf-lcx District hUii^e, tie; Ir. t;>« 


i, c;ri.'.i;;i,'. , i.j*t ol i.' o ci^^rt. i: io wac 

!| 

;' .-ac,« ty huc3i;t GoJ4i*r<J at a.y »o as to 4* riva 

j. *! lif. r ^r’, vhio kt ' :ot tlc.« was in ;os:£6ssion of a 
yascr^rt^ of en oj.} or t unity to fit© w is ^url^jdiction if 
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Sr' 






'S^C- 


,../;^v.< 








iv')di«t]r«.'it >Jd34«r suot tlTCua^tcneM u&til *;pr«2)«n«iqq| It 
fside aertftta* On ^atoH IW, l^$2 rtrl^s ^Arttbouit btcubt 

f 

d«f!iiit«i 7 Vidova to r«^r«sentAtlTet of tho rod«rel dorota 
of IntoAtl^Atlon ftt sbout $»00 ^ 

' , U;^on bftlof Inforaod b/ th« fodersl Carofu of 
InvAStii^otloa th«t vtieroaVouts h«d bcoa A^ie^irUtliioit 

r ^du^nt Jxidfo Ooddord to unseal the indlctaecit* 

Juda;e Qoddotdt ho^uytt liaA h/ tbat tine loft Uio Court* 
bcuso* In sueh olrotMist&iieesi I folXoved the usual praatit# 
of the of flea f And Wf aa to loot for a jndf a to uhos I 
eould uako tMs erptleatlon* 5ono vero oral Is bio# X rooiUl 
hfivlns t« to;; honed tho host of fofao f* X* HaOoh«f» 

ra vas not at bona* I eallad saroral other ladeta at tholjr 
bpaas but tbasa afforta vara irxauisa of no aTall# X tlM 
located Judfa Xrelnf ^auf> 2 an« !'a stated that ho vOold 
eater UlQ tho arplloatioa^^ tho applI^Uoa uns m4o 
before Ma altortlf thereafter* that this af^IloatXbci uoa 
aade befora Xanrlaf B« Keufaaai the Jadfa tresldlni at tho . 
trial of the ooveat tad the Boaenberfs U a ooiaeidanoo 
os ho mt tho first ooallsblo fadfo idio emld W looatetf > 
acd It oas neeesiorr in the odalsdstratioo of Justloe to 
ehteln a wraat ef arrest* ' ' . 

It Is not at aU uausml for a iadfa othsr thoo - 
the eaa sittlat iB the trlalaal ealeodar part af tho omrb 
to eatertala an appUostiea to uasoal as lodiotoeat ooi ^ 

Is too a Wneh oarraat for tha appr#imiiea of a defeodoats 
E:sj>eslftlXf is this true af other. Jodsoa sittUg U ortoiaai 
parts of tho ooart other that the sa l sod a r part# #o fht ao 
X kaovf to J«Sft has over denied uU applieeUcoi of » 
isslftanl OKltei fUtos ittomef to weal do M 

S vH ■ . A r-’M-i-Y;-.-, 


I 




!►;* V . . • - « V 

•■■ ■■ ■ ^ -• - 


'I:' 


f-'t- ■%■'■- 






M: 







At tht of wiUUo r*ri bteroro ' 

Goddard ^ i^broh lIT^ 1 eceiarat*!/ ftad earofutjgr 

Identified the defendant «n4 it«t«d verjr tirleflj M* 
ftssoelstloa ve8| #s X uodeTstood 1%^ with til# tenons nA 2 #d 
1& the v&rlous e^unU of th# |AAiot«Mr%« Hone of ay y#* 
a»Pfcf vere eeltalAted to vrejwlioe tho aoeonto at tholjr 
tplel, hut were tlpoetod to onehlo tho oowrt to Mko oo 




iafoTood dooStiqft cm tbo ooowit of toll to to flood |jo tfrt 
OMO of irfilll&O Ttrlm 

Tbo iodlotoont of l^orX oaf hio oohoofOtfH ortslfb* 
BflBt v«ro sot ooleoUtod to r»oJ«lioo «o offool tho trUt %: 




of tho aovaato« 


Swam to boforo oo thlo t 
dojr of lovoiihori 1999^ 
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UKITEB STATES DiSTfaf'T 
6 DlaTrlC? OF rif.’X XCHI 


UKITKD otAT’c.S or AfIf'-MCA, 


• V - 

JULIETS r^f53F:*3^.r.G And 
rr^.fL HoSr.rarso, 






••Va... 

’ "•vAv+iiiii';.- 


Defcrilf bntSi 




ih 


€13^245 


STATE or KFV XC?X ) 

C'H;^TX Of KrV XOrJC V sst 

ii VUTii; H!S DlSThUT i’SV tOh*) 


MXLF3 J, lAnr.f b«lng dulr cvomf dtpo««f and tAjrai 

X nm the tfnltad State# Attorn#/ for th# Soutbem 
DUtriet of Wev Tork and, a# eueJa, an familiar vlth tli« 
faet# and elreaattanee# relating to th# above^-entitlod 
pro##outlOB« This affldarit is subalttsd im opposition 
to th# f^tlon brought on bjr th# d#fendahfs /uilui 
itbsl flos#nb#fg purported!/ undsr S#otion 2155* tltls 
(mitod States Cod#, 

A p#rasal Of th# oovlng petition signed b/ th# 
attorn#/ for th# Kos#ab«rgs aakos It patent be/ood question 
that th# Instant applloatlon Is absolatel/ devoid of aerit^ 
and that aothlog Is raised tn the astlea papors vniob in 
vortfegr of oenslderatloa bf the Court vnder footlon 2255# 
Title 29« nnitsd states Cod«* An a natter of lav IM arrihg 
rapere« on their feos* and vhoa senaidered la oealmtlon 
vlth tim trlal« and appolXate rseords in thi# nano^ ar# IH* 
aofflelent* present ns grotnds for rellsf^ ^ an fAstaal ' 
aatters for a hesrlag* Strlrpad of th# ns^ lrr#l#v#«l/' 
and boAastls statMonts th#/ s#nt#ln| tte nsvihg pifSTS 
theasslTSS dsnsnstmts that tte instao# ^pHnatlsil Isr t 
netblnt anro ths# a dllatoi/ sffo^ Vi fbrostsll th# 




execution of the ienWncoe vh- 


were levfully ’: 

Inirosed .upon (SefendHnti# •' \ 

Tbt three ground! of urged b/ all the ^ 

fendont* in tM« motion are# In eesence# at followf: 

I* K«%f«paper public Ity prior to and during tht 
trial ereated a '*hOitll« ataoepher** M tbat the dafeedanM 
vrre not aff‘‘>rded a fair trial vlthln the eeanlng of tlie 
Const Itutionj 


Il» Tht prosecution tnovin^lj need false ^etlnoiyri 


and 






XI J« The InforaatioA trenenltted V/ the defendeste 
to acente of the Soviet Unloa %rae not eeoret* 

Xa the eaeeetdlng raragraphe ef this affldatlti I 


ehall deal vlth these alleged groande ef at tank ecrlatla* 
The defendants have ai«aa«ed eAtsnaive smbita - 




eoatalntng eoples of nevspa^r art isles published dorlag the 
T—t breded’fncr Their fHdt teal 
vmrtMf es>ies« s»d their boa sJnnMlTf']^ 
proeeedinge» Addiag ^ liMidte a»t ^dllae i‘ ea ail thaea 
•sbjeeta» and treatliNd M h 

ieXree; tbaf ax«ae that this bre*trlsi and iyi^ a si r i i s iy a r 
publlsltgr affseted the alade of the esaauai^ 
extent that the defeadaau Wt" w ta deeare W I ^ 

|«ff aied d f air trsala th^f e idtent t M a wlelalii^ 




Alleged hostility v<it •r.gv'n^^re^. Thla xoulfl Inc'u?* the 
tvTti^iunX 5')ben, vhose fllfl:ht to y^xXao h# Wc 

well-lJif ir aeA of th« Irtni. of cY^nts. Vitb un av^xoneso 
of the nevap^woer cover'-fr.^, Aos-nbr-r^T^* eounaol 

• tat«d th?t h*> a trl.i' of Is T.?i'rit 4 . 

Cefonii&.its i:yli\h\X T-lj algo in an Iwrt .nt 

conot 1 1 jt lonal t',vjcvr»ifttee j vr.4 I can only conjecture that 
h^<l there fcefn & lon^ <9e2ay, the 'lefc-n^larit* wouia be 
rfelylfHj ’aron XY^X a# a fcnal? for o h^tlon. for 

during tht entire trl^^l there ve« no re-ueot for a eontlni** 

' '■'••'Tv , -./v •' "■ ■ 9 

«r.ce, or for t. eh^in^e of ven-je. 

'^T*.en thle cc€« V9<i caV:r^ for trl^l, rounneT for 
the /\tfcr.Ai.nt3 < lfc^.rly t; f- rtnr^ tL-. t 

t'ffenfsrl# re to ( •? vir^ ^ Jc . t ’on 

for «c Jourar.GVit vaa r-nf no tCi’C'.'rrt th-t tnt- - re- 

trial ncv9p;\p'-r coveriii^ t* rirei; t Mr rv»r:e v^. t si rh -c to 
rrecludf the 1? -panel 1 in^; of an Irni-rtlal Jury* At the 
>ut«et an or:’x>r tuni ty to r<*lep this -^uirctlc;* vj-j afford cl 
the ^efen^tintJ. Tne trVA court* a -.-.uegt lor.liVr.' on the 
voir t; Ire w.': ^liertef, In rsrt, to . * j Iti >n on 

“ert of tr e Jurors I ippI on arytiilr^ t- cy j:V.\ or 

‘ « aTI c“>ric< rn l.*V’ * :.e ca.9e. 

The trl. 1 rcc-'rrl Jlecloi'e.? t >ls :<.k lion 

by the ^^letrict .;;uTtte: . 

’'Hfe.a '.ny or.e of y'u rcM anythin la ,,r.y 
ntvG * ■ €1* or ■*thcr ^ r.i'llcM.tl or. or }.e-rl 
& ny th 1 nr on rod in c r t r *! e v J - i jr. n H > i t 
t'ilc Case'.* 

»'rter ac!:lrv; tl * t ou- st •>n* the trloT court c-rciflcally 
: l;.f- T»lr.aM of t:.e jurorh vith r pvrarl t-o tr.e -'rt-trlfcl 

r.cva; if '.r pu ir 1 ty , to C.eterc»lne vhethcr e <cr of the^t 
r ‘Uld r.-^ Inr'.'.rt lolly hc-nr the evlf er^c^ to be pre- 


n ttiA to tr." rrlntc"! rcc Td filed by t:.c defcud- 
.rt* a«- 'r.hll'lt A. 


r 





-.r-- ■*&/?. 


J3ritt<c) 






The igenlserce' coancel* on 8u«^tlon, etatedi 




•(w)* feel th.t tr*e trlel h»t teen eon* 

y*. icrle^ -n-* -o ve hvve e'^ntrl edited 

our ^n&re "'1th th*t vn'i dec^ru’t 

thit v<rit4 rV-»*rle.in trlil,* (^.l^t55) 




•1 do v: -it to ti 3 .n> tr.9 \\xry ^8 >'o:;r 
j'Onor f‘''r the rttJ^ncf etr© 
vlth vhirh t^.%y •r.t in tM9 ct^se.* 
(5v* 


tefcnAiatt Vi&d nil tlw tl ©jr relj nron 

avr»l'afcae to Ch^a at U^elr trlvl. eellb^r^tely ehoat 

a <3 if ft rent on lire ft thon they X''tm\\9» It !• veil* set t1lt4 
tK.it iTeotlon ?255 ia not a ^viee te allov dtfendanta %• 
on taotl0«» 

It had been eeteblUhed in thl« elmult» before the 
Cfcoe or relied *^oe by the defend- 

tnto and bcTore tne trlel of the Inetsnt paae, that » heetllit 
oo^:mqilty le e beele for e eontlnuance er a eliance of venme* 
the rro|>er eaeee ere elted In the ntieermiidttR ef tenr Mh* 
ciitled with thle efftdavlt* U waft of ceuree, Ittenifciiit ^ 
upon the defendants to repneet fuoh e eontlnuenoe er eheafe 
of venue, ft# dt^fendiints foond the venue and the tlniegr ’ 
CGtlftfrtcito/y to then as 1* shown by their eteteamte «% the 
tlJD« of the trial- There le no saygeetlon# ner eeeld there 
be* thet the trial vna eondneted in an atnoephere eliitt 
precluded the Aefer.daaU froa aekltr eoeh ■etlone er fie» ; 
queete ae they belleTed aeeeseary te ereeerre their ri«lite« 
The lengthy record id replete with aetiwie end reqeeete /V 
by the defendiJite with regard to ether oepfote of the enee* 
Under these eireemitaneee* the lev if elenr that the e^•» . 
(etionf Vi tb, regard te neim^per eevereft are leeafritUnl , 
ander section ff 55* fved tekii^ ee tn»* mi y 
herdly be done te view of the ree<«»d ef 1^' triaii 








in 
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fib hi>t ssta^lifth thftt l^e 4#rct\dAnt v^t ftepj*iT#fi(| of a 
fftlr trial, «o thoy ♦iUblUb that dofendant* eoald 
not f«Uy protect thtlr ylghto at U^e trUl, and rai«« 
these very SH^is TJalters on a^po**! If they t>«llerod that 
•rrohoouf rullngra had "been oade. Section yJ55 |c not a 
substitute for appeal Just as It it not aa opportunity 
1® retry a oast that has heen tried under standardicotBporttni 
vith dut process* *. v 

Btrs, there vat no publle hearii^ after lnftletnsn%« 
and no paradt of vitnesetf prior to trial, sneh as that 
i^eh ths Court of Appeals for the First Clrealt, U ths \ ’ 
Wiatl oast, retied upon la holding that a reftwa ts J 
grant a oonttnoanee tas aa abuse of dieeretloa* 

Apart frea me, there it abeolnflr ite evi^ 


aov before ths Court that eoald earraat say tafarews to 
the of rest that tbo Jinpy idileli eenvlotsd thase ^fendmats 
ar*oatsd;Hr as^oanso . >irs teg U ^4bo'n i^ i ^t ^^ 
the sovlng poporo that l^storU «•# llartlf loialljr Udassi^ 
is as tsvoU M fhstttal fsasAstlea as to imi ^ 

Oontlsa atatsasnta to tbo rrtss ar aasaara ta praao ili^itiyioi 
provlAs so bsi^ for tha tfjgnMt ttiaf tba llaltod Otstai 
OOimrstsly mod its asOO ia tbs as«spsipsaa« ; r 


■S'.-v 








. IM MTMt aaR 

•r ,«r^' U 


?• .. 'Ui "K »r jaair e«la»l 




«, tha It ttaaU* %a lavWUM, 


‘ iAt ' 


o'^^olasiU^ oovtyi^ . or 

1^; 














Such itatwnent# fui those contained ^ pA+je 15 ot the 
laorln^j petition^ ecoroely require corvient when the/ are 
viewed iij the of the trial r6Cf:.rd» Hot onlj were the 

defen^iAnte not noraed in the ortlcXea cited* tut had they 
l^een* It would have comported with the proof at the trial* 
Although orry '’rold in hie trial tostlnony did not tktate 
that he knew Kosenbergs directly* neverthelaae he forged 
on u/i-’re.'ikahle link between the j'toson’r.dr;*^ and the /.ucsion 
•^jparlore of qold* and* certainly, wit ; .'’uaslan eapionaga* 

The 6tete."tent on page 23 of t *o riovlng petition con- 

$ 

corr.ln;^ an alleged eite??tpt to eat a bile' to the public that 
aihehence to cof;9iunl8.'n would lead coreenuniete to connlt 
eapio.iage* aabotage or other treoaonable aetlvltlee* like* 
wise poles into Insignificance w'^en cojQsl»^erod against the 


trial teatinony* Again* the artlcXes .ere net written 


a out the ■♦.erendants, and again* had they bsen^would have 
been no nore tlion 'iias been proved* ^nt very fact woo 
eetablls' ed clearly and In uncontradleted i sti vsiiy at tiio 
trial* Similarly* wtillo the publicity concomlng the prose-* 
cation of nrothf'.An ar.d '^.oskowlts to the effect - at they 
were ^tro 'uced vo osplonaga through the cowm^uiliit pKrty did 
not na" e or c\ig>;©ut these defendants* tii« trial testimony 
estabiie .el t ;at jrullua ocenborg* throu^^ his own a tnis«» 
siona to gg/%mnent wttnes:;os, etated thet he* too* waa 
able to onga;je in ' la oepione-!;* actlvltl«fi through contacts 
he made In t .e comunlst party* he bulk of the orticlee 
cited by those d'lfendants in no woy refer ^.o then* Those i 


In which they are named go no f .rther then t ie trial proof, 
on? usually not as for* 

Allege rions that Infomatlon waui "fed to" the press 
by the prosecution to inspire a press campaign against 
these defenlonts* as well os allegations that "all of the 


prosecution eviienco* was repealed to t?ie press, ore 
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iTDKt^.b^d 




c c,,'. t e‘ ti -'n oa 


;■ ctUgorlctliy . >^11/ untrue i* 

ii ; ■ -:■: 

J r r.gc ,46 nt'-'ihc i^ovlng : etiti^-n th&t I .'^*vnbc-rg vtf r. ir^^'Cy 


‘i In cv.ctoCy h^Scre J'jVv Vi ritd < c c. tin try. 




i f- 


f Ir'evi t:' , vl^ich co:;: ot be ?K,.:^tcd ':y :. I v, on 

’ vi ii’ t' -r t lo’':S • t' v t' .i\ tept-i » ny t’j t.r 1 1 . /•'■^ ■, » t . 'joi 11 

■; : l£<i si ortly ofter * '^ ref n vi' iLvii ' Jr> ujrl’rs in 

; jt .Tonriv-r vrnt j r;l’. tl'; d t.; c ir. 1“^ ett ;rjL-" _, iv .r- by .■.'■‘ it.,. L>trg 


■■ t' 


J 


nr i t .;.t r ..c-v;:rerg ^ 


rc'tAdeQ 'until 


: E. yroxirrtely one “ .rtn X‘:ttr* /• ;.. 

So nu-.- r 1 ;■£ , rt: in the ;re* 

J; 0 :=:'t' .n 'o vvlcifoce i Ici^cdly to ti.0 jnzs, 

v: tc': wen “ot trtr , uood nt '.'.c trinl, H in , tne ,:iLry I.ed 

t. 'I fj.llre- :)" or/ for t' ‘. nsciven trnri tnt> .ronvcutlon wlt- 
r.e.7cc'S. T'C t ing oi . vlld . >t cause -'‘r r. '. i>.:ul£t® 

’’iitir s 1 V c • r c - 1 r 1 i'l v bl i c ; ty " . . ' n.> t of 'tie ^ r tt cl es cl ttd 

' .!o not iXT -r!n to the defvndsnts . Otfor-.#:ntc» o n c..urt ^ 
• tnovlng nev/softr-cr llnosge in -Inc' es cewonstTttes that hctvcerl 
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1 . 5r could I/. r:ily be s cniculated 
t r? e defcnuftiits. /ny c?,sc H.volv 
will be- covered to ?o:5e dtgre* 

■ by ti t r rei-s. e ort -: ignific£.nt rolnt bo th* InstsJit | 

' si.otlon Is t .it flll I’-e fret.'? in t la regfcrd were I 

1 . I 

^'■'zno-rv to the d^fcridn-it s fir.d thc-lr counsel at and :rlor to 
l‘.€i c > '‘rjs -ctr.ar. t of IV.-. trltl* Itt t ey 5&v fit to tsl£o 

i ' i 

no vuestlon as to h© ot’s! lability of an infErtl&l ^urjr la i 

-•>j J 

on atjaoshlcrG desire ad to efford a fair trial* Tuoy e>:iTeasai9 

'> * 1 f 

S ' : 1 

t r tr rntlsfactl on vlth the jtiry ^rd *!iade no iiotlon for a | 
centinuance, a change of venue, or a mlstrlf-l on these jroundk* 

'= j 

.since, et best, the Kost to which they would htve been j 

,: entitled would have been sueb r^Hof , the failure to scok 
,;stK:h rvllcf precludes thCB froti nov raising the queatlott* 

ii -8- 












Aft' 


vmlM 0 M <|u«8tiofi M to thft propx*i«^ 
tb* A.‘rMt And lndtetr}«nt of VXlXla»i PorX iw a oIaajp 
SA nlrMtAtiofi of ihA paucity of jsatarXal upon i4xi«h tUm 4a* 
fandantA ba»ad thla notioiu Captalnlj iha trial af osia 
ca«a doaa not put tha proctfiAaa of tha adalniatratlon of 
juatXea into a limbo of Inaettoa so ttuit othar erlnlaala 
saxmot ba prosacutad at tha ssma tliaa* Tha inslgniflaaiiea 
of tha indie tnant of rarX on tha trial of thaaa dafsndanta 
ia obvious* Xndaad« tha tums of tha arrast and In It sTaant 
broke at tha tins uhan )fra* noth oraanglaas was an tlm 
vltneas stand gt-ving moot ilsemlnn, iastiisonj aj^inat thnaa 
defendants* 1!hat tha natis of k*a fKrosaoutloo af YarX af* 
fee tad tha trial of these defendants la wltboot basis or 
support la tha raoordU nefaasa aoeMsaX lisra antaastiontbly 
avara of tlia naiispi^r aovaraga glviii to Uta ?arX"ibsdiat» 
aaat at tha tint of ^a trial* As has baaa oatad^ ths^r 
moOo m noiian with raspaat W aoah pnbUaltj* zf th^ ' 
la faat baXlavad that it espasadth<Mi tisa 4aaa^ tsi f 
aon alXaga^ aural/ a notion for a nlatriaX at 4ba timi nonXd 
hava baan la ordar* £uoh a notion^ if danlaAt voaXd hatn 
baan rovlaaal^ upon appaaX* tha dafbndaata vafbs^ to 
taka that tastla at tha trlsXf and aaanot ton naka ton 
rarX yabXialli/ a basis Ibr a now trial* 

^ -Tka iar/ Sa thla aasa tod baaa iastroatad am 
iantaaarabXa aaaasidna mat ta raad aa/tblaa to tto asaaptoM 
aoneamiag tto aasa* Itoto la aa aitoirUbi avan «i f 
iattoaUaa that an/ JiMr did aat ablda 1^ tola ifnnaHtiii 
af Iha Caart* fbuas 





4 


















: >; 






-'^%r •"■-;■ Ct-^;:.l:-■‘cZ'^'- .'^v - 
.• V-:e ■ 







PMrl* Csrtalnljj V^id th* defendant* r^u^d wa/ ^dv^rs* 
•rf«ot trori sueh publlolt/^ it vm lncTnb#nt upon tftxMi %• 
BOV# fojr a .nda trial or raquaat tha trial oourt to ^arga 
ttia Juz 7 to diaragard auon pnbllaltj* nnd tba trial aourt 
daeXlnad the requactad lxiatruotlon» Ita aetloa could ba 
raviavad onlj by tha appallata eourta, and la not ground 
/br attacking tha Jud^tant undar racti4Mi 2255* Agaln» '' 
fallura to ralaa tha point baihra tha trial aaurt nonld 
praclada Ita balng ralaad at thla tlaa« 

lha noYlng papara an thia nation mlaa a cr^t 
aor 9 >lalat aa to tha aroaa axaninatlon aX lha daXiadant 
aoaanbarg ooocamlag hla knouladga aX or aaqiuaintanaa wlht 
Pari* cartalnly amp abjaatlon to aaih aroaa ^Tuntnatlan 
icaa raqulrad to ralaad i | | |pa ^ Xhp. 

of conriotioi 4 and not aubjaet tha Jud^Mat to adUat* 

■ ' ■''" "■' • . • " • ^vi . ' ^ 

-'• . ..'s-' ■ ■ -i’ ■ ... .. ■ ■- ■■■,■'■ , \ I." :: '.V^ ■r 
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Tha allagatlaaa that lha Pari India 
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: ‘j'he fl«cofM! groua^/of nUsoX i* itliege <5 fraud hr 

tno In thiit it usrd xnovn pcrjurloun ttwtiaon/ 

to oonncc Ch« defendi^nt*. 'ih« fir*t «uch aieg^Uon 
eonoftm* the of r-avid Gre^nglfti#* ill "the 

fsct* concerning the .,onfefin<>n v^re Jcnovn to 

the Cefendcnte Rt the tiai> they froa the Judgaente 

of coriTiotlon* Indeed, the tostiaony md itateaeate froci 
the r^oord ^ontjin^d in the a cv in 5 pn.jere are tcfcf^n dl rentier 
froit the reoorr' on «p;rei, The er^ufRent oov beln^ t^u^« 
v# 4 » arged In the briefs submitted to tne courts 

fc-nf rejected by then# irJoreover, ?.e fend ante had. op.'ortunltj 
fete the trial to re.-ue.'iti the Vriel ,f;?urt to sxaalne 
'•rc^twla 3 e' first statfnont for lricnn<»i « tenclee , but tney 
f.ld hpt chose' to do 80 . i^or iiiiVe thie' ooja* , . ; 

forth ^th eny evidence that Orecngla*^ lino, fioreover, 

*he teetlaon/ in Ifl^ue vae'eiioited by the Court Curing 
crons. eyAPlnfttlon by the defendant. Thue/ not only w^a it 
^not per jury j but It vae not testimony aeetl by the • '' 

nevemisent. . - "p-' 

The trial teetlaony of .^reengleRa le not at 
• 11 In conflict* vith the etatouents ^^ilde by kr. : o&jjc or 
Xr. ^aypoX* Oreong'laBe tec t if led tha,! he cooperated vlth 
the ‘'Ovpcnnent frort th*: first ije vaa broui^ht In 

for ‘"(Uestionlng. The at&traoAt rofioe by hr. aaynol that 
prolf'^tntloAa of ln;'.0Q?nce i^A'-e by Kr. t-,v 
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f:3Lf'nt,'t t-u’"e ' -i . ^nf i-in belief -, 
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.hova ,r nU*,,.-- . -- ooo c t.- th' -> r-i-vot^- ’ ^ 

f t..<!r.*,lw .!i'!>oc,-,'i''nt '-o V.)>' t-l:..i. ' <■• ■■•"»' ■’’■' 




« -sv/. li.abi^, x^:/i 


r-Ss ' tvr:!>'' tffl' ll;n<>, rttfnn- th- 




bpil?*VB<X f-'^t!« uoK ur?;;«'', tbe &p..‘rcprUt^ <‘''>ruiTfor 


t-helr ol« '-i-.>'ur« voui*'* r.uv*- y^r-r- 

■ b ..."'V ■■■'■% -'"■■ ■■■ :b-: : o,. ;..■: 

ftri;? jury . 


trVfvi oourt 



.o 19 L thfT n'c^r"* 1? .^.uballted 

here^ath afflrivi^? of b«^o V rut It In » 

•'»f rp{b'r**>l j.um-u of liiVfT^tiK^tlon >hlnh 

««t/-bil<;h nl'^.'.rly ^'.'i-'- <'bn“;lu'^iV'^ly yre-n^^las'* 


--o -up rf-=lon of t:ie ' • 

truth, r.n': »o»t o»--rttlniy noV vVth consent &n<^ ac ^ulf'-^ococe 
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i U h rf nS to r i "* »> i/cc once *^ 11 *; f n t o f cn fto e v i ^ cnee • j 


t!\e ersirnt Iflc o. to t *t. bii<ih thla point 




Iftli ;^nort of tn? ^e*ireC * Improbability* j 

in the •expert's* o.'lnlon !\at even 

of truth of vr«rnt;ifiRa» tcotiftvony tiv-t he Crev the :; 

sV-otohea f hoc meBiory . /-‘'closer scrutiny of the *ex>'€rt e 

-ufcUricntlone f^r lili rity vuh Ihe of 

te*tlJ£Oiv:,.Rt the tri?l iOiVf* Etuoh to be f-e^ire*. it ttuet 
be noten th^^t the ‘eTjorts* coui^ not r.Rve obf^erven 
cross seotlon sketch of the rtos bowb nor tn© f«eeriptlv«' 
testimony rel^aiips thereto, &* this orc.creO 
by the trlni court. Kurtherrjore, there Is no shoving that 
fny of th« •eT_..^rts" saw an/ of the exi^iblt* involved • Ihi 
«fri<;awlt© of LeviB ann FrutV\n» referre'^ to ?,tt>ir,a.i 
alrea/y itatB that ui^en^jlaee on the first evening he wm 
I nte rrot|iate<*. Orew e eXetoh of the ien# mold ap,»arft tue ftboeb 

which he teetlfle^^'' '••.^ ’■■- ■ • * 

, . ih« fact that 2reenf.lG«9 saw Karr/ Qo Id while the 

two of theta were lodged In the snne prlf!on was a^ alt ted by 
Oreeniaaa* at the trial. He further denied th^t the/ 
consulted on the testleori/ they gawe at the trial. :^efeni i 
counsel did not see fit to cro« s-cxuwlne Karr/ Gold 
and therefore did n. X in ulre on this subjeot from him. - 
The vague laainuatloni that ■booKe* of mnnaaed 
variety vere brought to Grecnglass at the Toobe, atid that 
he *coneult#d* with unntuaed person* does not raise any !•««# 
oogni fable Oh tblf. hetlon. ‘^her* It no allegation that an/ 
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ov^h If • u tiif^ ; 
f.'-.-l- V ♦-/»#» '•.n'?vir!-,.iy i,n" r*,-? »<>••■■ Tjy >:■:*' rv^ 

I .'t. thv'lriri. : r, cit-r 'Co-*:.! !h.. V 


^ to ^ f 


‘f h v;*?vlr*r . ti*i( 
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i! rc^trircb .,n. t?VKt •/.-- r- Vi ^ ii->-.:Ur,^ \n f*r^!*'-nll f.Vo t-'T vb-)'>i.«» ] 

f : ' ■■ ' ' . • ( 

fc j 

j; ;'4rt;. inlrs-: to tinio ‘■*c-?vi«'*e, ' 'eovit** tb« ivwio'; ii?»i >f 

|| h'f vfii^y ; o%:.l ; t'> no .,l^•.o^ ■'>,*> r*: 

ji ■ ' -'-^C - ■;- --■. 

jj couid .-;**. ve Infortn' i.!ori no’:o«"!-.-r/ to »»':« Vh^ 

"b, arart hi** x-n ’x^‘‘0''»ry. . 

7n<» le«t ohfirj/« in Vi\n ?f=ctlr*n of Iho moving 
tlon is tr^'-t lr.#r ld*f -obnel^^pr t^sviaoojf* Tn*i 

fendenta on the Hp/eJ*! froi? th^lr ^jf'pvlotion** v’gorou#!^ 
but un«uoce fully tt^o lo*'’’ too propriety of or*llln|f 
"ohn«!^-«r aa a vitnea* et the trl&.X« How using vhat It at 

w 

btflt im '•ue^tlon atw? sfltlng extraJu<?lcrol un- 

«vom statefaent In a booJc they vllful ^^rjury. 

Certainly Ih# r^uaation a« to vhen tha vitnets latt 9 av 
defendanta, in the context in vhloh it neV-ei^ at the 
trl^l, v«* eueoepttble of a oonetructlon by the vitnee* 
that the exfislner ves »e«*Xinf; to c«t-.bllflh whether or not 
the vitnoie had eep-n the ^efesv^ante subt# ^aent to the tlae 
I' hen he too'i their pal sport pnotoe and prior to the trial. 
(H.i*>37) Yhie« In foot, w*i defendent*! Interpretation, m 
shown by the ^ueetlon aelced on erois-^ezanlnetion* 
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AtU«h *4 li AffldATlt of Bptolal 

vilt«r a»«ttiag^ iftilQh eaUbll^Ad t)^i ^ 

riefttion v«« «rteet«a ou tb« firat oeeaalon Sohnald^r* 
WM lat«rvl»w«d» without any |»r<M 0 ting whatsooTajr* Th* > 
arridATlt of Spoolal A^eat iohn A. Evrlneton diaeloaolf 
that tho day prior to Sobnaidor’a taatlAonj* Schnoidor woo 
brou^t into tho oourtroov by Harrl&gton ajid seatod .la tho 
front row* Karrlngtan than asked Schneider to aeo XX ho - 
could identify tho jean whoaa pioturo ho hod tekon* Sohnoidi 
idoritlfiod Julius Hooenberg as the parson idiosa tiXoturo bo 
had taken* At no time did dsrrX^^toii su^f est to hin whldh 
person should bo Iclent ;.fled* So that at best this orgunsst 
become a no more than a quibbla. Ihe tsauo is colls taral* 

'The question vas sr.bltuous In tho setting* -"lost assuredly 




there was no official Ci>rtdjriS tlon** of ft laa teSvlmon3 find 
the cl'iapES that ths corivictlon was ’'steeped In fraud’* is 


Sor la it es- 

1. fi. .< >> ih..-* ■> J-'\. ::V . a'-^’ 


uatiAie and not ostujblichad in the papers 

.’'.i':' ■•. ■' 

tabllahcd that Schjneider * s snswer vs a "wilfully untrue* 

" chn* Ider hed not seer* Kosenberg outside of tl^to courtroom 
s*nce he hfd te*cen the pic lures. Ihst wfis tVie question 
I af.<ed on cro5s-e>ai7,lh» tion by decease courieel which the 
eo\:rt and the United r-tstes Attorney believed hsd been 
previously si.swered* (H, 11^ 37)* r-e{‘et»ae counsel appeared 


j. uncertain e bout whet hsd been SBid, bader then eircu?as isf-cei 
: the pofisible er^or in dets.l In fiiieverln(* an ar'ibiguous qu«sti^( 
fibout an unimporUnt xsttf r, ceu hardly ground s motion ; 
under Section 22S$* j 
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Th« final ground of attieSt; !• that th# lnf<JrMtl'9tt’. 
all«|:®^'ly torne^l o>ver bjj tht def«ntf»>nti i» ti*# ^viat.. 

Unl'^^n va« not teorrt. J^indanentally t ii ?^» 9 t t>« 
tl-^ut tr-c charge in trie va?. iJt 

JBjUjL 2 D:^EJt** Inciinbent upon tht C'^vf^rnn^ent xs .. .'. 

pfiurt of t^.» nrerj^aarily ta rrovo tr.At ar^y Inf 

tlon v»» aeVi-ally trt^w*;e c.Utcc* tp.e <'f t!-e .. . 

ji in^ictrrtenl v^uld r.s.ve tetn fjll/ • ,”>ve'-i vith:>ut -.ny .; .jch 
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flovict horc In lisxit; th# iii^h txplotirt leaf ; 


aertlep^d Atoni^^^erg/ Prd|^^ Lo« 


■mn t naticr of ptibllo bnovrle^gep Tbe entire preecntotloa 
in tMi rogiri doet not la anf v*.y ointra-Urt the ewom 
tcetlfflony at the trial of the sclent let vtio vas reoponelblt 
for lena trperlnentation. 


Ayva*t froa tbc ^rtieul^r devloe, there teetX* 

aony the trial of the trareelealon of other claneXfleA 

aatter. Including tii# n/^Tiee of eoae of ti^e eclentlflc 
r>ereoft*l vortlitg project, the pIvyeXeal 

layout of the project, tnd the (security regulatXona them 

In effect. There le no dls*^ute that this ratter vae j*r»» 
r^rly •elaeairied.* 

Xt Xe elear, oa the face of defendants* paper*, an# 
when they are con«ldered In eonjunctloa vlth the record, 
that their contentlpn yl^reerec the olassified nature 

of the XnfomaatXoa ,Xe isfholly frleoloue* ' 

The entire motion being vithout ?(erlt on the faee 
of the papere, and uhea oonelderW alor^ with the record 
and th# cmcontradleted affidaelti attached hereto, there U 
no warrant to hold any hearing or to re<;uXre the t'4tlng of 


te«tlt<K>n/» th# 4r# »pptur«ntly 

bat*^ onlj on nntupporto^ •llogatlonn vhioh aoatlon nolttor 

rerions, time, oor place of vrongdoln^^ it un Xnreeti^^atloa 


■ i . 

r • < ■ 

Of the Ooremaent in the hope that they will co^ up with 
aoae incident which vlll perpetuate the i^th of their XiiftO* 
cenco, A action under Section ?X55 cannot be rrounAed on 
unfounded epeeoiatioa, nor ehouid It be abuicd tg rellaneo 
en fiftioa inctead of fact/ ' 

tnuni/oRf, It U rf epee tfnltjr'iubnit ted that the ; 
notion ehonXd be in oil reepecte d^iod. 

-.vV 

Sworn to before' ne thl#'-\ > -'* ■ 

, •f »••«<*«?# W5», tOLtS j. IMt 
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Office JS^eMorandupi • united states cover 



DATB:«0»«*eX- 


Mr* J. S. Hoover, Director 
F. B* !• « Transifttlon Section 
Hr* S* A. Andretta • AdmlnletratlTe Assletant Attorn^ General 
Correspondence SectioQ-Roo& 6112 


Mr. X-* I 

Mr. Ledd. - 

Mr. 

— 

Mr. Clepp . . .. 

Mr. Gi: 7in 


A trcuftalati^jy^f tb^ 

77 .llabAobo BaBBO«Baahi 
Qboeeig un^ Chibaken 

vlU be greatly appreciated* 


Mr. Ttacv 

Mr. lauifMJtt 

Mr. Malir — 

Mr. Wmterrowd- 
Tele. Room-~. — 

taohed letter postmarked Boveo^ber 18, 
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Kr. S. A, Aniretta - Administrative Assistant Sovenber 26, 19^ 

Attorney General (Correspondence Section - Room 6112) 

Director, FBI 




SlnKl Skryama 
2007 Sakacho HannoHsachl 
Choaelgun, Chibaken 
Japan > 


Attached is Has translation idiich you requested by letter dated 
Movember 20, 1952. 


The foreign language zaaterial is being returned herewith* 
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TRAN3I.ATrori PHD!' JAPANESE 


Koroater 15, I9p2 


Hr. IfeORAHESI 

Head of Dopartoent of Juatloa, 
Dear Slrt 


AI.T- CONTAINED 

DATE 7 --^-^ n 30^ 


la uoaxpeoted but I ar^ d lad (ago 17 this ^ear) now in 
aeoond year collage at the Chiba Prefectural Hiaber One OoUege, that 
la In the City of Chiba of about 130,000 people and about 1 hour by 
electric car fros Tokyo, the capital of Japan. 


To begin, Tetumlng from the Japanese school I obtained the 
Deceaber nnaber of the Bagazlne ’^T^ace**. Insedlately on the train 
returning, while turning the pages ay eyes were attracted to anaething 
like the following that was written. It was the statenent that the 
Supresjc Court of the United States had recently formally refused the 
applicatlcsi to review the ease of and Ihra. BOSEHBEBQ who had been 
sentenced to death for sending atomic secrets to the Soviet Union. 

It was also written that In the New Tork Court by a trial of a mre 
15 d^, they are decided guilty. Hcfwcver, I hereby request of you or 
make a protest that In the New York Court In the short period cf 15 
days they decided to cut off frcn this earth the raost iro^ortant thlnn 
to all mankind, the life of guiltless persons. ^ Japanese yrith have 
all come: to learn In elewentaiy school, in high school, and in ccllepc 
that America la a frand country. And In It the thing moat wertbyof 
respect Is that the American pecple are all equal and mutually respect 
each other and everybody has the spirit of eharity. But what does tLis 
hasty action really meant In Japan this kind of question has: never 
been settled so lightly. Perhaps nowhere In the world has such a thing 
been done. Sven if it has cocured 1 think It has been only In very 
unciville^ places or In ccazntrles where people of extremely bad taste 
have taken over the relps^ of the govemsi^. 

The next thing I would like to say Is that it is generally 
thou^t among scholars of the wcrld today that the method of manufac- 
tore of the atomic bomb is no longer a secret. Then things that are 
called *secret*' that OHESNQLAfS sent to the Soviet Union through hla 
sister, Urs. BDSENBEHQ and her husband, have been proven by American 
Bciertlsta not to be *8ecret8" or any'thlng of the kind. Clearly this 
with a certain limited objective oppressed those people. At one time 
in our hi^ s choo l days we received lectures from our teachers con*- 
eernlng (RX)3E7ELT's) the four Freedoms. Among then are the freedoms 
of thought, faith, speech and assembly. Then I have been tsu^t 
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JOSEPH! H, STINPSCKrpbi 
Koveciber 25 , 1952, , ■ \ 
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that Ajneriea is the mraber one democratic country, and free country* 

I think thit such a thing is the harm that will cause the greatest 
injury to^the Four ^ycedoms" and ^Ancrica's Deioocracy** No, I camot 
help but think that. Then this will prcbably build a ditch between 
the peaceful Anerican people and the wany other people that live on the 
earth* 


X nake a recfuest of you* At all costs, sake it possible for 
them to receive a proper trial once wore* then please do not out off 
their lives from this earth, for the sake of all the American perple, 
fer the sake of all the people living cn the earth* 

As 1 did not have tine please excuse vy rudeness in writing 
in Japanese* 


ENZI AKITAKA 
2007 Nakacbo, Honno*Naehl, 
Chose i-«eun, Chlba-4cen 
Japan 




/it Repfyt Pletue l^fcr to 
FiltNo. 


Director, FBI 


Dear Sir: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Liaison Office, Ottawa, Canada 
November 20, 1952* 

'teffffSfffjTjjR 



REGISTEKES AIRMAIL 




Re; JULIUS^SENBERG, et al 

ESPIONAGE - R rocttssiPIES 6T 



Forwarded herewith is a card which is being distributed 
in Canada through the Labor Progressive (Communist) Party, and a 
number of which undoubtedly will be forwarded to the President 
of the United States* 


Jia 


would be helpful if the g|g^jjfculars _ 

iould be forwarded to this Officeyand if such int'ormatibn 

is not available, I would appreciate Being so advised* 

y Very truly yours, 

ClafsiTied PU/f/y ^ 

/clenn H, Bethel 


Enclosure 
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^ ^4- /3LS-T) 


Dear Mr. President, 

I, a Canadian citizen, am deeply shocked at the 
death sentence confronting Ethel and Julius Rosenberg. 

I appeal to you to grant executive clemency so 
that Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, parents of two small 
children, may live. 
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The White Mouee hae received ooneiderable nail from 
Canada refueeting eZeaeneg for the Meaenberge for the past 
eeveral weebe onS will undoubtedly continue to receive addim ' 
tienal mail in the future^ Tn viem of Vtie, mrrangemente mere 
made with, the White Mouee to^turn thie mail ever to the Bureau 
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.T!n.T!{^Q5^r.NBF:RGp gTAL, ESP PASH ^^R, JUDGE EDVARD V£INF£LD TON I G^T 
SIGNED AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RETURNABLE ON THE TWENTY SIXTH NEXT 


AT TEN THIRTY AM. THE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE ASKED THAT AN ORDER 

'NBa^g^PB^IIi*#**'**'*®**"’**"**^*^^^^ •* ■ " “ ■ I II I I ..Ilia 

BE MADE,/^ 


VACATING AND SETTING ASIDE SENTENCES AND DISCHARGING 


THE ROSENBERGS FROM DETENTION AND IMPRISONMENT, ^’ 0, ^ N ALTERNATIVE 
GRANTING''"a ^^ARTNG TO DETERMINE IS.U ES OF FACT. AN D CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW AND ON FlNfilNGS VACATING SENTENCES AND DISCHAfifilNG- ROSENBERGS 
FROM DETENTIO N. j^REE^) PE NDING DETERMINATION OF CASE PROCEEDIN GS 
S TAYING USA AND AGENCY OR AGENT FROM EXECUTING THE R OSENBERGS OB 
F ROM TAKING ANY STEPS -PE MTITron Vn THr FYFnilTION ANl? FOR AN ORDER 
ST AYING THE EXECUTION . THE PETITION IS BROUGHT UNDER SECTION 


TWENTY TWO FIFTY FIVE ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS,, PRE TRIAL 



A ND TRIAL PUBLICITY CREATING TRIAL ATMOSPHERE OF HOSTILITY 
BBSr.NRFRG S (^^ N EWSPAPER PUBLICITY DEVELOPED INDEPENDENTLY BY THE 
NEWSPAPERS, (^ I NFORMATION TED TO* THE PRESS BY F BI, DEPARTMENT /f 
OF JUSTICE, AND USA, THE INDICTMENT OF WILLIAM PEARL PREJUDICING 


MINDS OF JURORS, (TWOi PROSECUTIVE AUTHORITIES KNOW LINGLY USED ^ 

JUDGE WAS WITHOUT 

A- 


FALSE TESTIMONY TO BR ING ABOU T CONVICTION, 
COPIES UEHiilOVEU' 


486 NOV y I960 y IhSf 

PAGE ONR^^p DEC 5 1952* 

DEC! 519521^^ *« 


END 
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PAGE TWO 

AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE SENTENCE BECAUSE INFO ALLEGEDLY COMMUNICATED 
WAS ARBITRARILY AND CA PRICIOUSLY CLASSIFIED S ECRET WHE N IN PACT 
I T WAS lAVFULLY. WIDELY AND PUBLICLY KNOWN AND TRANSMISSION WAS NOT 
V IOLATIVE or STATUTES. SECTION THIRTY TWO A AND THIRTY FOUR OF TILE 

V 

FIFTY. JUDGE WEINFELD SIGNED THE ORDER WITHOUT GRANTING EX PARTE 

STAY WITH THE NOTATION THAT IT WAS NOT PREJUDICIAL TO FURHTER 

APPLICATION, HOWARD N. MEYER PRESENTED TO JUDGE WEINFELD A PETITIO N 

FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE UNDER SECION T WENTY TWO FIFTY FIVE. THIS 

PETITION ASKED FOR AN ORDER VACATING AND SETTING ASIDE THE JUDGEMENT OF 

CONVICTION OF MORTON SOBELL OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE GRANTING 

A HEARING OR A MOTION ON THE -TWENTY TWO FIFTY FIVE. IT ALSO ASKED 

THAT THE GOVERNMENT BE STAYED FROM TRANSFERRING SOBELL UNTIL THE 

HEARING OR THE MOTION. THE PETITION ALLEGES THE FOLLOWIN G GROUNDS 

FOR THE MOTIO N. ^Wi^ THE PROCESSES OF THE- CO UR T WERE ABUSED D ORINJ 

THE PENDENCY OF THE TR IAL BY THE DELIBERATE BRINGING ABOUT OF TH E. 

INDICTMENT A ND ARREST OF WTl.l. TAM PEARL WHICH HAD THE EFFECT OF 

, 0 , / 

UNDULY INFLUENCING THE JURORS / THAT THE ATTORNEY GENITRAl.j THr H<;ft r_AND 

« * i - I " 

END PAGE TWO 
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PAGE THREE 


FBI COLLECTED LY ENGENDERING BY THEIR CONDUCT AN ATMOSPHERE HOSTILE 

TO SOBELL AND PREDISPOSED THE JURORS TO THE BELIEF THAT SOBELL 
. 1 .', * ' * " 

WAS "AN ATOM SPY" AND ■ A MEMBER OF THE KLAUS FUCHS SPY RING," 



HRE0THAT SOBELL WAS REVILED AND MALIGNED AND THE SUBJECT OF SUCH 
CONTEMPT AND SPECTACULAR HOSTILITY NEWSPAPER AMD RADIO PUBLICITY 
IN ADVANCE OF TRIAL AND AS A RESULT OF THE PROSECUTION SENDING 
PREJUDICIAL MATERIAL TO THE PRESS THAT IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO RECEIVE 



A FAIR TRIAL BEFORE AN IMPARTIAL JURY, ^^OURj/ T HAT EVIDENCE OF 
"TREACHERY AND GENERAL INTENT TO BETRAY" WAS OFFER ED IN THE GUISE 
O F SPECIFIC INTENT TO FURNISH SECRET MILITARY INFORMATION AND TH E 
n orJVTCTTON BASED ON U NCONSTITUTIONAL APPLICATION OF ESPIONAGE ACT 

T ifc . r i ■ a i w ■■ 1 ■ ■.■ ■■ n .,1 i i l mi « i m i, — umi iii l^|,ll|, „ ^ - g fVT rT fct ' i i -y 

IN CONTRAVENTION OF THE TREASON CLAUSE OF CONSTITUTION, PROS- 


ECUTIVE, AU THORITIES KNOWINGLY USED FALSE 'TESTIMONY TO BRING ABOU T 
THIS CONVICTION . (flV^ SOBELL IS UNJUSTLY CONFINED IN VIOLATION 
OF RIGHTS UNDER FIFTH AND SIXTH AMENDMENTS, JUDGE WEINFELD _ 
STATED THAT HE WOULD NOT SIGN THE ORDER TONIGHT BECAUSE HE DID 


NOT THINK A FURTHER STAY WAS NECE SSARY, HE STATED THAT IF SOBLL 


END PAGE THREE 


PAGE FOUR 


WAS SENT TO ATCATRA2 AND THE JUDGE HEARING THE PETITION DETERMINED 

THAT HIS PRESENCE WAS NECESSARY THIS JUDGE WOULD ORDER SOBELL-S 

APPEARANCE BEFORE HIM. JUDGE WEINFELD STATED THAT THE MOTION 

WOULD BE RETURNABLE AT TEN THIRTY ON THE TWENTY SIXTH NEXT, AND THAT 

HE WOULD GIVE HIS DECISION AS TO WHETHER ,HE WOULD GRANT A FURTHER 

STAY 1*^OBELL ON THE TWENTY FITH NEXT A. M. IT APPEARED FROM 

THE JUDGE-S COMMENTS 'rtl AT HE IS NOT INCLIt^^ TO GRANT A FURTHER STAY 

TO SOBELL.’^F THE STAY IS NOT GRANTED, SOBELL COULD BE REMOVED 
* ■ ^ 

AT MIDNIGHT ON THE TWENTY FILT H. BE RNARD AND RUTH CREENGLASS . 

AD VISED THAT THEY VISIST ED DAVID GRFFNGLASS pN THE TWENTY SECOND 
LAST. BERNARD ASKED DfiVID PURSUANT TO EMANUEL BLOCK-S REQUEST 
IF HE HAD BEEN COACHED BY THE G OVERNMENT. DAVID TO LD BERNARD 
THAT HE HAD NOT BEEN COACHED . .AND THAT BERNARD COULD TE KLL BLOCK 
THAT DAVID COULD REPEAT TODAY THE TECHNICAL INFORMATION THAT HE 
HAD GIVEN TO THE FBI,. BERNARD IS GOING TO CONTACT DAVE ROSENBERG 
AND GIVE HIM THIS INFORMATION AND HE EXPECTS TO CONTACT 
EMANUEL BLOCK ON THE TWENTY FIFTH. BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OF 
DEVELOPMENTS, 


BOARDMAN 

END ACK 
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1:HAI..AFI£ILJQDAYS HEARING ON MQTjTON TO SET ASIDE CONVICTION OF 
^OSENBERGS AND SOBE L U HE, SAAG ROY M, COH N. AND ATTORNEYS FOR 
SUBJECTS. 'EMMANUEL BIOCH . AND HOl/JARB MVFB MET OUTSIDE COURT Rrlfl^^ 
AND D ISCUSSED TILING 0? CERTAI N LECAI. PAPrR.c;. MYER ASKED WETHER 
THE GOVERNMENT WOULD CONCEDE WHEN DEFENSE EXHIBITS CO NSIS^TING OF 
EHOIO LTATS or NEWSPA PER, ARTICLES_W£RE.JJi.iAClJERUg.REPRODItCTIONS 


OF SAME. HE ALSO ASKED WHETHER OR NOT THE USA-S OFFICE WA S 

PREPARED, TO FURNISH CO PIEg_OF_ALL-EgESS RELEASES PERTAINING„.TO 

SUBJECTS ISSUED BY T HE . DEPARTMENT , AND J H E FBI . KI LSHE I MER 

ADVISED THA T NO COMMITMENT WAS MADE. BUT THE DE PARTMENT IS BEING ADVIS rT 

AND IT APPEARS THAT SUBJECTS ATTORNEYS INTEND TO SUBPOENAE 

COPIES OF THESE RELEASES. TH E PURPOSE BEING T.Q.SFT a.'; tde UERDICT 


BECAUSE OF PUBLICITY DUR ING, IRTAl. 


BOARDMAN 
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JULIU^ROSENBERG . ETAL,', ESP - R. IN HEARING TODAY, ON MOTION T^^ f-/ 
SET ASIDE CONVICTION OP ROSENBERGS AND SOBLE, JUDGE IRVING KAUF- Y~ 




MAN ORDERED AFFIDAVITS OF PREJUDICE AND PERSONAL BIAS SUBMITTED ^ 


BY DEFENSE STRIKEN FROM THE RECORD AS INSUFFICIENT ON THEIR 
FACE. STA TED DEFENDANTS HAD A F AIR TRIAL AND THESE TA CTICS ARE 
MERELY THE USUAL RESENTMEy FOLLOWING ADVERSE FINDINGS BY A COURT, 
STATED NEVERTHELESS, INASMUCH AS TWO PARTIES INVOLVED ARE DEATH 
SENTENCED, HE, AS A MATTER OF' PERS ONAL PREFERENCE AND JUDICIAL 
EXPEDIENCY, ASKED JUDGE KNOX TO BE RELIEVED FROM THE HEARING. 
STATED JUDGE KNOX HAD ASSIGNED JUDGE SYLVESTER RYAN TO SIT ON 
FURTHER HEARINGS. JUDGE SYLVESTER RYAN STATED HE WOULD REVIEW 
LEGAL PAPERS OVER THE WEEKEND AND RULE, AS TO WHETHER OR NOT HE 






■/ 


) ALLOW A HEARING MOI^AY. DECEMBER FIRST^EXT, TWO P. M. ^ — ni 
'c/2.^t\ncn S^RDman,, ^ 


S^RDMANai 
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FB^ NYC 
>WHECTOR 

© , . 

■jOy.US. RO SENBERG. ES#’IONAGE - R. AFTER CONFERENCE WITH AUSA, , ‘i^ 

y ft 

KILSHEINER AND MARTIN, AFFIDAVITS OF SPECIAL AGENTS WALTER C. 
ROETTING, LEO H. FRUTKIN, AND JOHN W. LEWIS WERE PREPARED. 

THE BUREAU ADVISED THAT THESE A FFyAVlTS MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE 
COURT AND EM ANUE L BLOCH BY ELEVEN A.M. ON DEC_ONE, NEXT. ^UREAU 
AUTHORITY FOR AGEN TS FO, SIGN THESE AFFIDAVITS IS REQUESTED SO ' 
AFFIDAVITS MAY BE SIGNED PRIOR TO ELEVEN A .M.. DEC ONE, NEXT. 

THE BUREAU-S ATTENTION IS SPECIFICALLY DIRECTED TO THE AFFIDAVIT 
OF WALTER C. ROETTING. THE FACTS CONCERNING THE INCIDENT RELATED 


IN THIS AFFIDAVIT WERE THOROUGHLY DISCUSSED WITH KILSHEINER AND 
MARTIN. IT WAS THEIR DECISION NOT TO INCORPORATE IN THIS AFFIDAVIT 
THE FACT THAT SCHNEIDER HAD BEEN BROUGHT TO THE COURTROOM WHERE 
JULIUS ROSENBERG WAS UNDER CROSS EXAMINATION AND HAD IDENTIFIED 
JULIUS ON THIS EXAMINATION. THE BUREAU-S ATTENTION IS DIRECTED 
TO THE REPORT OF SA WILLIAM F. NORTON, JR. DATED APRIL TWENTYEIGHT, 
FIFTYONE IN THIS MATTER., PAGE TWENTYFIVE AND TWENTYSIX OF THIS 

report quote at THE REQUEST OF US^RVING H. SAYPOL, 

53 DEC lois® ' RtuoaoED • 40 

END OF PAGE ONE £A-il5 DEC 5 tgsr’ 







PAGE TWO 

SCHNEIDER WAS BROUGHT TO THE COURTROOM WHERE ROSENBERG WAS THEN 
TESTIFYING ON THE WITNESS STAND, UNQUOTE, AFTER OBSERVING ROSENBERG 
ON THE WITNESS STAND, SCHNEIDER PROMPTLY IDENTIFIED HIM AS THE MAN 
WHO HAD VISITED HIS STUDIO. ON THE FOLLOWING DAY MARCH TWENTYSEVEN, 
FIFTYONE, SCHNEIDER OBSERVED MRS, ETpL ROSENBERG AS SHE APPEARED 
ON THE WITNESS STAND IN THE COURTROOM AND HE STATED THAT SHE WAS 
THE WOMAN WHO HAD ACCOMPANIED JULIUS ROSENBERG TO THIS STUDIO. 

THE FOLLOWING IS A VERBATIM STATEMEN T OF THE PR OPOSED AFFIDAVITS 
TO BE SIGNED BY THE ABOVE NAMED SPECIAL A GENTS.. QUOTE 
STATE OF NEW YORK/ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK/ SS.. 

WALTER C. ROETTING, BEING DULY SWORN^ DEPOSES AND SAYS.. I AM 
A SPECIAL AGENT OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION AND HAVE 
BEEN SO EMPLOYED SINCE NINETEEN FORTYONE. ON MARCH TWENTYSIX, FIFTYONI 
IN THE COMPANY OF SPECIAL AGENT LESTER 0, GALLAHER, I WENT TO THE 
PHOTO SHOP OF ONE BEN SCHNEIDER, LOCATED AT NINE NINE PARK ROW, 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK. AT THAT ESTABLISHMENT, I EXHIBITED PHOTOGRAPHS 
OF JULIUS ROSENBOG AND ASKED MR. SCHNEIDER WHETHER HE HAD EVER 
SEEN THIS MAN. MR. SCHNEIDER PROMPTLY IDENTIFIED A PHOTOGRAPH 
AND stated’ THAT HE HAD TAKEN PHOTOGRAPHS OF THIS MAN, HIS WIFE AND 


END OF PAGE TWO 



PAGE THREE 


TWO CHILDREN SOMETIME PREVIOUS TO MY VISIT. HE RECALLED THAT HE 
HAD TAKEN THE PHOTOGRAPHS ON A SATURDAY AND THAT HE PARTICULARLY 
RECALLED THIS OCCASION AS HE DID NOT USUALLY GO TO WORK ON 
SATURDAYS, HE FURTHER RECALLED THAT THE ORDER PLACED BY THIS MAN 
HAD BEEN LARGER THAN THE USUAL ORDER FOR PHOTOGRAPHS, HE STATED 
THAT HE WAS PLEASED TO RECEIVE SUCH A LARGE ORDER ON A SATURDAY. 

IN RECALLING THE EVENT, HE STATED THAT HE PARTICULARLY REMEMBERED 
THAT THE TWO CHILDREN WERE VERY UNRULY AND CAUSED HIM A GREAT DEAL OF 
TROUBLE, HE ALSO RECALLED THAT THE MAN WHOSE PICTURE HE IDENTIFIED 
HAD STATED TO HIM THAT THE PICTURES WERE NEEDED BECAUSE HIS WIFE 
HAD RECENTLY INHERITED SOME MONEY IN FRANCE AND THAT HE AND HIS FAMILY 
WERE GOING TO FRANCE TO COLLECT THE INHERITANCE. THIS WAS THE 
FIRST OCCASION UPON WHICH I HAD SEEN MR. SCHNEIDER AND SO FAR AS- 
I KNOW NO AGENT OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAD INTERVIEWED HIM 
PREVIOUSLY IN CONNECTION WITH THIS OR ANY RELATED MATTER. PRIOR 
TO SHOWING MR, SCHNEIDER THE PHOTOGRAPH, I DID NOT IDENTIFY THE 
NAME OF THE PERSON WHOSE PICTURE I WAS SHOWING TO MR. SCHNEIDER, NOR 
THE REASONS FOR WHICH I DESIRED AN IDENTIFICATION. 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF NEW YORK, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW 
YORK. LEO H, FRUTKIN, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND SAYS THAT.. 


END OF PAGE THREE 


PAGE FOUR 


I AM A SPECIAL AGENT OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, AND 
HAVE SERVED IN THAT CAPACITY SINCE NINETEEN FORTY. IN THE COURSE 

I 

OF MY OFFICIAL DUTIES, I INTERVIEWED DAVID GREENGLASS ON JUNE 
FIFTEEN, NINETEEN FIFTY, IN THE COMPANY OF SPECIAL AGENT JOHN W. LEWIS 
I HAVE READ THE AFFIDAVIT OF SPECIAL AGENT JOHN 
U. LEWIS, AND I NOW STATE THAT IT IS TRUE AND CORRECT, TO THE 
BEST OF MAY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. 

JOHN W. LEWIS, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND SAYS.. I AM A SPECIAL 
AGENT IN THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION AND HAVE BEEN SO 
EMPLOYED SINCE NINETEEN FORTYTWO. ON THE AFTERNOON OF JUNE FIFTEEN, 
NINETEEN FIFTY, IN THE COMPANY OF SPECIAL AGENT LEO H. FRUTKIN, 

IN THE COURSE OF MY OFFICIAL DUTIES, I W^ENT TO THE HOME OF DAVID 
GREENGLASS AT TWO SIX FIVE RIVINGTON STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK. 

AFTER BEING IN HIS HOME FOR APPROXIMATELY THREE HOURS, SPECIAL 
AGENT FRUTKIN AND I ASKED GREENGLASS TO ACCOMPANY US TO THE OFFICE 
OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION IN THE UNITED STATES COURT 
HOUSE, FOLEY SQUARE, NEW YORK, NEW YORK, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AN 
INTERVIEW. SPECIAL AGENT FRUTKIN AND I IN^TERVIEWED GREENGLASS 


END OF PAGE FOUR 
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PAGE FIVE 

ON THAT EVENING AND DURING THE INTERVIEW, GREENGIASS ADMITTED THAT 
HE HAD BEEN REQUESTED BY JULIUS ROSENBERG, THROUGH RUTH GREENGLASS, 
TO FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING THE LOS ALAMOS ATOM BOMB PROJECT 
TO BE TURNED OVER TO A COURIER FOR THE PURPOSE OF TRANSMITTAL TO 
THE SOVIET UNION, HE FURTHER ADMITTED THAT ON A SUBSEOUENT OCCASION 
HE DID TURN OVER TOP SECRET INFORMATION TO HARRY GOLD, HE FURTHER 
STATED THAT THE INFORMATION GIVEN RELATED TO A HIGH EXPLOSIVE 
LENS, GREENGLASS, WITHOUT ANY HELP OR ASSISTANCE WHATSOEVER, 

DREW A SKETCH OF THE LENS SHOWING A HIGH. EXPLOSIVE 

IMPLOSION DEVICE, GREENGLASS FURTHER .ADMITTED THAT HE HAD GIVEN 

TO GOLD A LIST OF NAMES OF PERSONS WORKING AT LOS ALAMOS WHOM. 

i ^ 

GREENGLASS CONSIDERED TO BE APPROACHABLE FOR INFORMATION AND ALSO 
THAT HE IDENTIFIED VARIOUS SCIENTISTS WORKING AT LOS ALAMOS, 

THESE STATEMENTS WERE FREELY AND VOLUNTARILY GIVEN WITHOUT ANY 
PROMISE OF REWARD BEING MADE TO GREENGLASS BY ANY ONE ON BEHALF 
OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, TO THE BEST OF MAY KNOWLEDGE AND 




END OF PAGE FIVE 


PAGE SIX 


belief, this was the first occasion that DAVID GREENGLASS HAD B.EN 
interviewed in connection with the furnishing of information con- 
cerning THE LOS ALAMOS BOMB PROJECT. UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES AND AT 
NO TIME DID I EVER MAKE AVAILABLE TO GREENGLASS ANY BOOKS OR. SCIENTIF 
texts nor any other material PERTAINING IN ANY WAY TO ATOMIC ENERGY. 
TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, NO OTHER AGENT OF THE FEDERAL 
bureau OF INVESTIGATION FURNISHED ANY SUCH MATERIAL TO GREENGLASS. 

UNQUOTE 


boardman 
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DATE; November 19, 195S 



In conneotion 
are attached post cards 
in the United States to 


with the above-^mentioned case there 
and letters sent by various persons 
the president of the United States 


and to the Department of State ashing for Executive clemer^y t'o 
spare the lives of the Noaenbergs and Sobell* 


of 


^9 


ACTION: 




r • 

c 


tend 

they 


P 

In view of the fact that these letters and cost card^ 
to follow a set pattern which gives suspicion to the fact that 
may have been written by Communists, it is suggested that this 


a 




memo randuMj with attachments, be referred to the Internal Security^ 
Section for its information* The attached letters and post 


may be retained in the Bureau files 
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PRESIDENT HARRY S. TRUMAN 
The White House 

Woshington, D. C. 
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PRESIDENT HARRY S. TRUMAN 
The White House 

Washington, D. C 



President Harry S, Truman 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 






#0 PRESIDENT HARRY S. ||UMAN 


We urge you to instruct Attorney 6cn. J. P* McGronery to 
consent to new motions mode by the defense oftorneys of 
Ethel end Julios Rosenberg ond Morton Sobell ond to oxercise 
executive clei|rency to spore^iheit lives* 

Nome 



TO president harry S. TRUMAN 

, We urge you to instruct Attorney Gen. J. P. McGronery to 

consent to new motions mode by the defense ottorneys of 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg and Morton Sobell ond to exercise 
executive clemency to spore their lives. 

Nome. ■<^'A 

President Harry S. Truman.- 

The White* House ■* % * 

Washington, D. C. ' J! 

Dear Mr. President: 

Roinb^g^'"'^""^ Ju'ius 

I believe that the death sentence was unusually severe particularly 

Sally, who were convicted of the more serious crime of treason. 

I hope that you grant the Rosenbergs Executive Clemency. 

Sincerely, 
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SAC^ XtOS Angeles 

Director, FBI 

1*6AH iuBf u;08»* 
JRSDA LSAVXTT; 

S. BLUUBERG 
SECURITY HATTER • C 


Eouenber 2$^ 1^3* 


I 


IM, iwifnswwioit eOOTAIHBD ^ 


the Fresiclfntj°tht tsntenu'’o)'‘^hic{ to 

0/ wAtoA is Signed lech Srb and the 0tTer‘jii2TLilTiTt7* 
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9j ms, captioned •%emThTen'^tta*! ^ 

ritu Matter - c." n«.. ^ .4°“ »« Viv .. 


I^9C 5 of uhich reflects 


RgCCBiheT 

Allen* Ann ^ oapt 

-42ie/j^ Security Matter - /? « 

o^iA* Vf^' V *** TraternalUt, 
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official publication 


captioned ”Amerioan'’co^itUe^ror'^tk^°t^^ 7° ^00-23652, 

Birobidgians Inc ^Amhiinn \ v ^ o/ Jews in * 

for fenish Rehabilitation dcc^ Committee 

Registration Aot» and pirticul^k Security - g, 

dated July 2, IQiii nnn. report of your office 

leaoitt sXs i nliber^of tte%aTtlTd one Freda 

organisation. This report t^les ihat°ZT*T *'’« »cbject 
Secretary of the SCCJB. stated* t}eiW^ * * Sosenfield, Financial 
the eomunist forty of islaeU * ^ °f'9<^cUat ion aupported 

* 100-99898 

odd itionaf pertinent in^ormatT 9our office for any 

he guided by current Buieau VnltrlTtiV'nV’'^ Leauitt and thereafter 
of security investigations. concerning the handling 

card addressed to^thV lYe^^nT ft *® “ Photostat of a post 

id Chioago, the contents of which^ii^ Postmarked 

concerning Blunbergt^^ contain no ia^le ' information 
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Office should search its /ilcfi 
yor an j adaiz ifynal pertihent injdrnation v'c>ic<' 

be j Lided d current Bureau ins i'r’ucti ons oncer n 
hrndlinn of secur'Xtu i nvcstigaiions % 


hOTk: ON YNLLOW ONLY t 

Leah, Erb is an SI subject, LA origin^ 

(100- f 10 f I')) 
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{ffm Memorai'i 
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B^:-\ 

vTi' - ' 


Director, FBI 

Attg Inspecto r *iiiirlc}i 

3 Au, Hew roric (r 15-1534)} ) 

JULIOS ^TOSENBEEO ' 
ESPIOHAOE - R \ 


DATE: 11/26/53 


(^,092561 


There la forwarded herewith for the Inforination of 
the Bureau a photostatic copy of the petitlc»s filed by 

attorneys for tne ROSENBBRGS and 3(BEIiL in proceedings under 
Section 2255 * '' 
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